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Y 
ation of their rig rhts—being absent in the service | 
af their country. Thus it happened that those | 
rsons never received any part of the pre ceeds - 
of the vessel and eargo thus captured and 
t into port, under circumstances of the most 


e salt 
daring bravery. : ; 
“The bill was rej yorted to the Senate without 
»~nendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

ELIZABETH MONROE. 

The Senate next proc “eeded to consider, as in 

‘ommittee of the Whole, the bill granting a pen- 


aa to Elizabeth Monroe, reported ‘from the Com- 
tee on Pensions. It enacts that there be grant- 
ae Elizabeth Monroe, widow of James J.C. 
\fonroe, late of the Army of the United States, 
- ‘ space of five years, from and after the Ist 


r the 8} 
f January, 1852, a pension, 
ly, equa’ to one half of the 

Mon was entit 


a 
James J. 
} 


ease, 


payable semi-annu- 
pay to which said 
roe led at the time of 
dai ° 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 


or 


MARY W. THOMPSON. 

The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, the bill for the relief of 
Mary W. Thompson, reported from i 

on P ensions. It enacts that the Secretary 
1e pg ond ve directed to pl ice the name of M: wy 

Thon apson, widow of Lieutenant Colonel 
z= exal der Thompson, upon the pe nsion roll, and 
to pay to her during her widow hood the pension 
eh Pot allowed her, to commence on the Ist 
day of January, 1852. 

ont ithout disposing x of this bill, on motion, the 

nate adjourned to ree next. 
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HOUSE OF REPRES 


Fripay, January 23, 


SENTATIVES 
1852 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Mr. Morean. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Mr. SMART. There are one or two commu- 
tions of importance from the Executive upon 
Speaker’s table, and I ask now the unanimous 
consent of the House that they may be referred 
to the appropriate commiuttees ‘ " 

No objection being made, 

The SPEAKER laid before tl 
lowing communications: 

To the Senate and 
House of Re 
I conmunicate to both H 


le Department of State, containing copies 


spondence which has taken place between that Department 


Prayé r 





» | lou: se the f fol- 


presentatives of the United States: 


ouses of Congress a report from 


eorre 


*) 


€ the 
0 tile 


and the Minister of the United States in Paris, respecting 

the political occurrences which have recently taken place 

in France MILLARD FILLMORE. 
Wasuineron, January 20, 1852. 


Referred to the Committee on Foreign 
and ordered to be printed. 

I. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
giving information ot the loss of the revenue cut- 
ter Lawrene e, and recommending that the appro- 
priation of six additional revenue cutters, asked 
for in his annual report, be increased to $90,000; 
and urging upon Congress the importance of early 
action in said matter; which was referred to the 
Committee of We uys and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ll. A letter from the 


Traore: 


Affairs, 


Acting Secretary of the 
transmitting estimates of the Secretar y 
of Minnesota Territory, for the e xpenses of that 
Territory for the fiscal ye: ir ending June 30, 1852; 


i 


und a letter from the same officer , Suggesting fur- 
ther ap propriations to meet the expenses of that 
Territory for the year ending June 30, 1852; which 


~s 


said letter and ace omp: wying r papers were referred 


7 the Committee of W ays and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


Ill, 


mitting his annual report of the clerks and other 


Ss 
‘ 


A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- | 


HINGTON, 











BY JOHN C. RIVES—TERMS 3 FOR 
MONDAY, JANUARY 26, 1852 Nev 
aa 
past year; which said letter and accompany! made by the ox ma 
papers were ordered to lie on the table and be Brooks 1 u 
printed, Si S 
IV. A letter from the Secretary of War, trans- lave } | 
mittine a statement of the « paananad the nationa tio 1 we 
armories, and of the number ofarms and append ‘ 
ages made and repatre d thereat, during the fi 1 re 
year ending the 30th June, 1851; which said letter Llou 
and accompanying papers were ordered to lie on | SPEAKER I 
the table and be printed. t | 
V. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, DANIEL | 
transmitting a detailed statement oi expendi \i tlovusro mia 
ture of the contingent fund of h Dep ment for hn ! 
the fiscal year ending June 30, L851: w with the S . 
the accompanying papers, Was ordered to lie on di Wo « 
the table and be printed. ld L hu 
Vi. A letter from the Postmaster General, trans pre lay d 
mitting his annual report of the clerks dl hea tion of privat 
persons employed in his Departmen bua rT \i LLOUSTON \W 
past year; which said letter and accompanyin t! \ \ ) tiou 
papers wert ordered to le on the ta md be i \ 
printed. Llo cho 
Vil. A letter from the Postmaster General, sub i f 
mitting an estimateof the sums of money expected ler, 
to be re quired for the service of the year ! Vir. M ADE de | 
cing Ist July, 1852; which was ret d to the dj Mi ‘ 
Committee of Ways and Means, ind ordered to 1 
be printed. - wa 
Mr. HOUSTON. If these commu r Oo 6 
all through with, I move that the rut t I tl 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into x estion 1 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the of the ut ) 
Union. O hy 
CLOSE OF DEBATE. Mr. DANTEL moved 
Mr. DANIEL I rise to a privil ed q ( ‘ Mi SW I ETS > } 
I wish to inquire whether a motion wa udeon |) pay 
yesterday to reconsider the vote of the House \I HOUSTON | 
closing debate on the Mexican inden ' oe 
The SPEAKER. There was no such motion |) co.6 time for elo 
made. \i \I LT] Wi 
Mr. DANIEI I make that motion w; and ha { 
my reason for making it Is this: A ca eC ' 
| made upon the State Department for 1 on W st he « d ' 
in regard to certain matters, and upon which in Mr. DANIE | 
formation there may be some who are desirous to i A te ie ’ 
say something before this debate is closed. In . 1 mae one 
order to accomplish that object, therefore, and be- and take 1 
lievine that the delay of a day or two will make Mr. SWEETSER | 
no difference in this matter, | move to reconsid ve d navn. 
the vote on the adoption of that res« ito, or the ”" Mr. DUNHAM Ire 
purpose of going into Committee of the Whole The we - . W 
on the Private Calendar. Mr. DANIEL 
Mr. MEADE. That resolution w lopted || , eenil a 
at my Instance on yesterday. I had been under ety 
the impre ssion that that re solutic 1 terminated de- ‘ . bce 
bate at three o’clock on Saturda it to ’ 
me that those were the terms of the reso wh fr. OLDS : 
[ propo: sed. \} 1) NI] j i | 
The SPEAKER. The terms of ution on i 
were, to close de! rate upoi to-morrow i t er Vr. DUNHAM 
o’clock, which places it upon the pre é it d We ti ] \ 
Mr. MEADE. Then I shall vote for e mo- SUN, Ki STANT ) i 
tion of the gentleman from North Carolina. y , 
Mr. BROOKS. I shall oppose that resol ) reported \ i), 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair would suggest So the 1 1 na 
that this is not a debatable question. T ~— na 
Mr. BROOKS. I donot intend to debate it. [ of Mr. Da L. and th 
simply rise to say that every day’s delay in p OG f 
ing this bill will beat a very rreat cost to the Gov- vy RAS—Mesars. ¢ ads 
ernment. Ifthe House choose to delay the mat bare. Bowte, Al G 
ter, however, I am perfectly willing they should | Campbell, Cartter, Clark, ¢ 
doit. Ido not wish, however, to pass any reso- | Dimin Di » UU 
lution without a pre rfect knowledce of its conse be a "3 Gent 
quences; but I will state that a year ago the Gov- | Ha WH i 
ernment could h ve obtained three and a half per || Jack } Andrew J 
cent. for the privilege of paying this installment. : Jones, I . wi “Bxte 
Ido not believe any premium could be obtained M u . Mi “et 
to-day; and if the resolution were delayed twe nty Phelps , Riddie, | 
days long r, the Government will have to pay a : i te 18 yinou 
premium. 7 ; nn Venabs 
Mr. DANIEL. If I supposed that two or thre \\ ind Woodward—3!1 
days’ delay would make any materi ul differen VAY Messrs. Abercroml 
to the Government, | would not make the motion, | Appleton, William Appleton, A 
but I do not see how it can makeany difference. E ; oe ae a 7 rr 
Mr. HOUSTON. There is anothersuggestion | Caskie, Chandler, Chastain, 
Davia, John G. Davis, Dawson, 


Persons employed in his Department during the || which I will make in connection with the one 
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S70 BEATA 


T 
Dunham, Evans, Ficklin, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gid- 


dings, Goodenow, Grow, Hamilton, Harper, Haws, Hebard, 
Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, Horsford, Hous- 
ton, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, 


Hunter, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kuhns, | 


Mace, Mann, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Mason, McLan- 
ahan, Meacham, Millson, Miner, Nabers, Newton, Out- 
law, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penniman, 
Price, Robbins, Savage, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Stanly, 
Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Abraham P. 
Stevens, Alexander H. Stephens, St. Martin, Sweetser, 


Taylor, a Thompson, Thurston, Walbridge, Walsh, 


Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Alexander, 


White, Williams, and Yates —96. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Virginia, asked leave to | 
vote, although he was without the bar when his | 


name was called. 
was not recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the adoption of the resolution now before the 


Objection being made his vote 


THE CONGRESSI 


> . j 
Powell, | 





House. 

Mr. MEADE. 
the same asadopted yesterday. 
upon the table. 


Mr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays; 


’ 


which were ordered. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
quire if the motion to lay upon the table do not 
yrevail, it will not be in order to amend the reso- 


ution, by inserting three o’clock on any other | 


day ? 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
The SPEAKER. 


I think not. 
It is in order. 


o’clock upon the Mexican indemnity bill. 


‘The question was then taken on the motion of | 
Mr. Meape, and there were—yeas 73, nays 104; | 


as follows: 


Y LAS—Messrs. Aiken, Bartlett, Bocock, Bragg, A. G. 
Brown, Buell, Busby,'T.Campbell. Cartter, Caskie, Church 
well, Clark, Coleock, Daniel, Dean. 
Evans, Faulkner, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Gamble, Gay 
lord, Gentry, Gilmore, Green, Grey, Grow, Hart, Holladay, 
Howard, Ingersoll, John Johnson, R. W. Johnson, D. T. 
Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, Mason, McDonald, Me 


Mullin, MeNair, Meade, Molony, Morrison, Nabers, Orr, | 
Andrew Parker, Polk, Richardson, Riddle, Russell, Savage, | 
Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Seymour, Smart, | 


Smith, Snow, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, 
Sweetser, Townshend, Venable, Wallace, Addison White, 
Wilcox, and Woodward—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, John Apple 
ton, W. Appleton, Averett, Babcock, Barrere, Beale, Bib 
ighaus, Bowin, Bowne, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, 
BE. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chand 
ler, Chastain, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Cottman, Cullom, 
George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dock 
ery, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goodenow, Hamilton, Har 
per, Haws, Hascall, Hebard, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, 


Horstord, Houston, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, | 


Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, George 
W. Jones, Kubns, Mace, Mann, Edward C. 
Humphrey Marshall, Martin, MclLanahan, Meacham, Mil 
ler, Millson, Miner, Murphy, Olds, Outlaw, Samuel W. 
Parker, Peaslee, Penniman, Phelps, Porter, Price, Robbins, 
Robinson, Sackett, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Seudder, 
Skelion, Stanly, 
Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stevens, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, George W.Thomp 


son, Thurston, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, | 
104, | 


Welch, Wells, Alexander White, Williams, and Yates— 
So the resolution was not laid upon the table. 
Mr. ROBBINS. I think the question has been 

sufiiciently debated, and I therefore ask the pre- 

vious question. 
Mr. HOUSTON. What will bethe effect of it? 
The SPEAKER. To bring the House to a 


I understand the resolution is | 
I move to lay it | 


I wish to in- | 


It isa reso- | 
lution in the usual form to close debate at three 


Durkee, Edgerton, 





Marshall, 


Jenjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, | 





vote upon the adoption of the resolution. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Yes, I know that: but the | 
terms of the resolution is to close debate to-mor- 


row, and that resolution, thus worded, was made | 


yesterday. If the resolution is adopted, will the 


effect be to close debate this evening or to-mor- | 


row? 
The SPEAKER, It will be for the House to 
ul its own construction upon its own actions. 
Mr. DANIEL. I suggest to the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rossins] to withdraw 


his motion, and allow the resolution to 
amended. 


Mr. ROBBINS. 
an amendment, that the debate be closed to-day 
at three o’clock. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to suggest another day as an 
amendment, and the question will then be first 
taken upon the longer time. I move that the de- 
bate be closed to-morrow at two o’clock. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I except the amendment, and 
I move the previous question. 

Mr. MEADE. I suggest to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania three o’clock. 


be 


I will, and I propose to offer | 





The previous question then received a second, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 


The question was first taken upon the amend- | 


ment of Mr. Rospsins, it was agreed to. 
The question then recurring upon the adoption 
of the resolution, it was put and agreed to. 


So the House decided to close debate upon the | 
Mexican indemnity bill at two o’clock to-morrow. 


Mr. DUNHAM. 


I move to reconsider the 


vote by which the resolution was adopted, and to 


lay that motion upon the table. 
Mr. STEPHENS. It is not in order. 
been reconsidered once. 


The SPEAKER. 


It has 


therefore the vote may be reconsidered. Such is 


the opinion of the Chair. 


Mr. MEADE called the yeas and nays upon | 
the motion of Mr. Dunnam; but they were not 


ordered. 


The question was then taken, and the motion to | 


reconsider was laid upon the table. 
PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
Mr. DANIEL. 
the 


mittee of the Whole House 


upon 
Calendar. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I rise to a question of order. | 
I was upon the floor, was so recognized by the | 


Speaker, and had submitted 
The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) 
man from Alabama is correct. 
THE PUBLIC PRINTING, 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I appeal to 
the gentleman from Alabama to withdraw his mo- 
tion fora moment, to permit me tomakea pe rsonal 


explanation in regard to a publication which has | 


been made by the public printer, and laid upon our 
tables, affecting to some extent my veracity. 

A Voice. How long will it take? 

Mr. STANTON. Buta few minutes. 

[Cries **Let him make the explanation !’’} 


Mr. STANTON said: On the 19th inst., during | 


the debate which occurred upon the resolution 


ordering a number of copies of the Abstract of the | 
Census to be obtained by the Printing Committee, | 
I took occasion to make a few remarks in regard | 
to the manner in which the public printer was | 


complying with his contract. I stated that the 


Printing Committee had obtained an interview with 


Mr. Hamilton, and were given ‘distinctly to un- 


derstand that he could not comply with his con- | 
tract, and did not expect to do so, in this respect, 


that he was not prepared to furnish such a de- 
scription of paper as his contract required.”’ 


In no other respect did I intimate that he had | 
failed to meet the requirements of his official un- 
dertaking, unless the delay which has occurred in 
the delivery of the President’s message and accom- | 
panying documents, to which I alluded, may be so 


considered. I intended to be understood as indi- 
cating distinctly the specific particular in which 


this contractor had failed to meet the requirements | 


of his contract, and confined it to the inferior quality 
of the paper he had furnished and expected to 
furnish. 
terial part—a failure which could not be excused 
by the committee or the House,and one which I, 
as amember of that committee, would not tolerate. 


Our public documents are intended to be bound | 
and preserved, and if not printed upon strong and | 


durable paper will be useless. Delay in the exe- 


| cution of the work might be tolerated to some | 
extent, if the material and execution are such as | 


we are authorized to expect; but my sense of 


public duty compels me, while [ might excuse | 
some delay, to require of the public printer the | 
kind and quality of materials for which we have 
|| agreed to pay him. 


The public printer has addressed me a letter, 


which has been printed and laid upon the desks of | 


members, in which, while he seems to exculpate 
from intentional misrepresentation, ingeniously 


eontrives to convey the idea that I have, with a | 


view to injure him, departed from the truth. I have 


nothing to say in vindication of my own veracity | 
more than the chairman of the House committee, | 
the honorable Mr. Gorman, has said in the letter | 
which he has been kind enough to furnish me, and || 


which I send to the Clerk to be read: 


Wasnineton City, D. C., January 22, 1852. 
Hon. R. H. Stanron: 


ONAL GLOBE. J 


| Say, that the remarks made by you in the H 


The Chair is of opinion that | 
it is not the same resolution in all its parts, and | 


I move that the rules be sus- | 
pended, and the House resolve itself into a Com- | 
Private | 


The gentle- | 


I rezarded itas a failure in the most ma- | 


| rebuke and punishment. 


| an. 23, 
ing, | ae 


; . : OUSe, and » 
ported in the Globe, substantially give the effect a _ 
‘ Sub. 


stance of what Mr. Hamilton said. As nearly as | eal 

ollect, I will give the particulars of this interview a... 
occurred. Atter some conversation between the 
of the Joint Committee and Mr. Hamiiton,. 
latter and told him that ‘it was said by experienced prs 
‘tical printers, that he could not possibly execute his, , 
‘tract without serious loss, and that it had been seen 
‘demonstrated by figures ; that the price he received ont 
‘the contract would not buy the paper he had onan . 
‘use—paper weighing fifty pounds to the ream ~and if 1 
‘so, he could disprove it, and if he intended to rely A t 
‘ Congress for relief, we desired now to know it. * _ 

To this Mr. Hamilton replied: ** He could not get par 
weighing fifty pounds to the ream without the coast 
said, ** 1 understood differently, if he could give ‘ 
dorsers.”? He replied: “ He could not run about 
his friends to do that for him; that he expected to 
paper weighing trom forty-four to forty-eight pounds to th, 
ream.’? * But, sir,” said I, ** this paper has been wy tahoe 
by the chairman of the Senate committee, and it does ‘ . 
weigh quite forty pounds to the ream.’? Another sampjo 
was then weighed, and it held up to forty-two pounds 0, 
tothe ream. None that we had before us came up tot 
requirement of the contraet. 

1 then told Mr. Hamilton of a conversation I had yi: 
one of the paper makers, who did business on an extensive 
seale, from whom I had learned, that when Mr. Hamijto; 
Went to him to purchase paper for the public printing, | 
had selected an article far interior in weight and other qua) 
ities to the contract stipulations, probably not weigh, 
more than thirty-eight pounds to the ream; and whey the 
gentieman informed Mr. Hamilton that it would not fill the 
contract, he, Mr. H., replied that ** it was none of his bys 
ness ;”? and Mr. Hamilton, failing to give the price (or th 
paper of proper quality, did not get any. To this M; 
Hamilton replied: “ Thatif he did not give the paper-maker 
such an answer, he ought to have done it, for he deserved 
it, and it certainly was not his business.”’ 

1 told Mr. Hamilton, that [ wanted him distinctly to yp 
derstand, that under no circumstanees could he expect re- 
lief from Congress, either if he performed his contract an 
lost money by it, or failed to periorm it; and asked hint 
say distinctly whether be could furnish paper according to 
the quality prescribed in the contract, and do the work? 
He said in reply, that “the committee were very tight o, 
‘him, in requiring bim to come fully up to the contract 
‘regard to the weight of the paper; that he had not been 
‘able to get paper heavy enough to meet the contract, but 
‘expected to do so as near as he could.”’ 

In the interview with Mr. Hamilton, he firmly impress 
me, and I apprehend every one else of the committee, wit! 
the conviction, that he could not comply strictly with his 
contract, and did not expect to do so, but relied upon thy 
indulgence of the committee in allowing him to furnish an 
interior description of paper. I therefore sum up the result 
of this conference as follows: 

First. Mr. Hamilton confessed tacitly that he had ni 
complied with his contract in regard to the weight of th: 
paper, and acknowledged his inability to do so. 

Second. That he did not expect to furnish better paper 
than that exhibited before the committee, samples of whi 
were weighed before him by Colonel Borland, on scales 
prepared for such purposes, and none of which eae up to 
the requirements of the contract. 

Very rsspecttully, 


committee room, in regard to the public print 


@ they 
chairman 
[ turned to the 


t 


g00d in 
and ask 
furnish 


W. A. GORMAN 

It may be proper to add, that from the interview 
had with Mr. Hamilton, in the committee room, 
I was firmly impressed with the conviction, that 
he designed to impose upon Congress an inferior 
quality of paper, and relied upon the liberality of 
the Printing Committee to overlook the matter 
His excuses for not furnishing better paper fort 
documents already furnished, were inconsistent, 
sometimes frivolous, and never reasonable. At 
no time, even in answer to direct questions su 
mitted with a view to elicit frank answers, did he 
promise to procure paper such as was imperatively 
required by his contract. He either evaded a 
direct answer, or excused himself by referring to 
the difficulties of procuring the proper quality of 
paper. 

it is not my nature to be ungenerous, and I an 
not disposed to deal more harshly with the publi 
printer, as he supposes, than my obligations to 
the country require. He has sought his own po- 
sition—he has placed himself in an attitude before 
Congress which he might have avoided. If he 
took the contract relying upon its violation to el- 
able him to make money, he has —— an 
imposition upon Congress, for which he deserves 
If he expected to exe- 
cute his contract in good faith and rely upon the 
liberality of Congress to indemnify him for losses 
he would inevitably sustain, he was guilty of stu- 
pidity quite as unpardonable. The experience 0! 


| other contractors, who have been denied indemnity, 


n 


was enough to enlighten him upon this point. — ; 
either event he has entitled himselfto no undue favo! 


/on the part of Government, and ought not to ex- 


vect it. The only safety to the Government Is !) 
Loldiag contractors to a rigid compliance wi) 
their responsibilities; and when we learn to do this, 
the innumerable frauds and impositions to which 


oda ; l j will cease, 2 
Sir: In reply to your note of this date, requesting my | Government has been subjected, : 


recollection of the statements made by Mr. Hamilton in the | 


not until then. 








me 


L have to 
>> and rs 
and sy 
CAN ree 
Y @® they 
Chairy 

t tor 
ced pra 
> his « 

eeMing 
ved und 
NZaAged + 
and if 
rely up 


i 





£et paper 
Cash. | 
> 200d jy 
t and ask 
1O furnish 
nds to the 
lh Wwe ighed 
} (oes p t 
Cr Sample 
unds 01 

up tot 


had wit 
extensi 
Hamil 
inting, 
ther ay 
jua 
weigh 
when t . 
NOC TAL the 
if his bus 
ce 10f the 
» this My 
per-maker 
» deserved 


‘ty to un 


expect rr 
mtract and 
ed him to 
corduig t 
ine wor 
ry tight 
‘ontract 

d not ber 
itract, but 
Impress 
ittee, Wi 
y with s 
upon t 
furnish ar 
D the resu 
e had not 
ight of t 
etter paper 
Ss ot wi 


. On scales 


Paine upit 


IRMAN 
Interview 
tee roo 
ion, U 
n infe 
erality 
e matter 
er fort 
onsistent, 
able. At 
10n8 8 
rs, did he 
veratively 
evaded a 
ferring to 
quality of 


and I an 
he publi 

rations to 
3 OWN po- 
ide before 
d. If he 
ion to en- 
mpted an 
. deserves 
ed to exe- 
upon the 
for lasses 
Ity of stu 
erience of 
idemnity, 
yoint. In 
idue favor 
not to ex- 
ment 18 In 
ince with 
to do this, 
to which 
ease, and 





1852. 


The public printer intimates that the effect of 
my statement was to injure him pecuniarily and 
nersonally. I disclaim all such intentions, and 
p we said what I have in discharge of a high pub- 


lic duty. 


FEES OF CLERKS. 


Mr. McLANAHAN. I have been instructed 


by the Committee on the Judiciary to submit a 
resolution. Asit relates to a matter of importance, 
| ask the unanimous consent of the House that it 
may be now considered. Tt asks for information, 
without which it will be impossible for the com- 
mittee to come to any definite conclusion upon the 
fee bill for the district and circuit courts of the 
United States. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to furnish to this House the information required, by an- 
ewers to the following interrogatories in relation to the fees 
and expenses of the courts of the United States, at an early 

wy. so far as the information can now be furnished from 
his department, and take measures to procure such inform- 
ation as is not now in his department, to be furnished to this 
House as soon as obtained, 

4S TO THE SUPREME COURT. 

1. The name, age, and residence of the clerk of said 
ourt; when and by whom he was appointed, and how 

iny years consecutively he has been in office ? 

2, What sums have been annually paid or allowed to 
him from the Treasury of the United States, from the Lst of 
January, 1840, to the Ist of January, 1851, stating specifi- 
eally the items of payment or allowance? 

3. What amount of fees or costs have been received by 
him between the Ist of January, 1840, and the Ist of Jan- 
vary, 1851, from parties er suitors in said court; stating the 
amounts received each year? 

1, Whether any fee bill has been established in said court, 
when established, and what it is? 

5. What number of deputies, assistants, &c., are em- 
ployed in the clerk’s office, stating their duties and compen 
sation : 

§. What have been the annual expenditures of the office, 
within the period aforesaid, for clerk hire and stationery, 
and giving the specific items? ‘ 

That he state in tabular form the following informa- 
tion: 

First. The number of original suits broughtin said court 
each year since its Organization, specifying suits in law, 
chancery, and adimiralty. 

Second, The number of suits entered in said court by 
appeal, specifying law, chancery, and admiralty, each in a 
separate class. 

lhird, The number of final judgments and decrees en- 
tered each year, specifying in a separate class judgments 
and decrees of affirmance and reversal, and from what dis 
trict they were appealea. 

8. What number of records are printed under the rules 
of said courts in each case, at what rates or price, under 
what contract, and what fees or compensation is received 
by the clerk in respect to said printing. 


AS TO MARSHALS. 

1. What fees are taxable, charged, or allowed in the Su- 
preme Court, and in the several circuit and district courts 
of the United States to the marshal for service of mesne, 
and penal process, mileage, poundage, or other service, 
when and by whom they have been established ? 

2, What sums have been annually received by the mar- 
shalof each district, from Ist of January, 1840, to Ist Jan- 
uary, 1851, for fees or costs from suitors and parties in said 
courts, classifying cases in law, chancery, and admirality? 

3. What sums have been annually paid or allowed to the 
marshal of each district by the Treasury Department, within 
that period, (excluding payments on account of the census.) 
specifying for what such payment or allowance was made, 
and its date ? 

!. What number of deputies or assistants are usually em- 
ployed by the marshal of each district, (excluding such as 
are engaged in taking the census,) and what is their com 
pensation 

In what districts have the marshals claimed, or been al- 
lowed compensation for supervision, or care of prisoners or 
witnesses of the United States, while such prisoners or 
Withesses were confined in jail ? 

tn what manner are places for holding the courts of 
the United States provided, and what is charged or paid 
therefor ?—state for each place of holding the court. 


DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


1. What compensation or salary is allowed to the attor- }| 


neys of the United States, in the several circuits and dis- 
tricts, and whether any, and what extra compensation is 
allowed or paid in any case by the United States ? 

2. What fees are allowed to be taxed or paid to the attor- 
heys of the United States in the several circuits and dis- 
tricts in criminal eases? 

3. What amount ofattorneys’ fees have been taxed annu- 
allyin favor of the United States attorneys in each circuit 
and district court, between the Ist of January, 1840, and the 
‘st of January, 1851, classifying civil and criminal suits and 
suits in admiralty ? 

4. What fees are taxed in civil suits to the attorney of the 
Prevailing party ? Fe 
wal What amount of fees have been annually taxed in fa- 

wr of attorneys of record, between the Ist of January, 1840, 
Sm Ist of January, 1851, in each circuit and district court, 

assifying cases at law, in chancery and admiralty ? 


+ my, *5 TO CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS. 
oral The name, age, and residence of the clerks of the sey- 

‘ cireuit and district courts of the United States, when, 
and by whom appointed, and how many years, consecu- 
tively, they have been in office? po¥ 

aa rt relationship or affinity, by blood or marriage, 
thei S between said clerks respectively, and the judges of 

T respective courts? 
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3. What sums have been paid or allowed annually, to 
each clerk, from the Treasury of the United States, between 
the Ist of January, 1840, and the Ist of January, 1851, sta- 
ting specifically the items of such payment or allowance, 
and the date? 

4. What amount of fees or costs have been received by 
| each clerk between the Ist of January, 1840, and the Ist of 
| January, 1851, from parties and suitors in said court, stating 
the amounts received each year, classifying suits at law, in 
chancery, and admiralty ? 

+. Whether any fee bill has been established in said courts, 
when established, and what it is? 

6. What number of deputies, assistants, &c., are employed 
in each clerk’s office, stating their duties and compensation 

7. Whathave been the annual expenditures within the pe 
riod aforesaid in the clerk’s office of each circuit and district, 
for clerk hire and stationery, &c., giving the specific items 
of such expenditure ? 


The question being taken, the resolution was 
| adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Houston] moves that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole upon the state of the 
Union. 'Thegentleman from North Carolina | Mr. 
DanieL] moves that the House go into Commit- 
tee of the W hele upon the Private Calendar; which 
motion takes precedence, this being private bill 
day. 

‘The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Danie, and it was disagreed to—ayes 65, 
| noes 67. 

The question recurring upon the motion of Mr. 
| Houston, it was put. 

Mr. CABELL called for the yeas and nays on 
| the motion of Mr. Daniex to go into Committe 
on the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made his 
call too late. 

Mr. CABELL. I do not think I am too late. 

The SPEAKER. That is the opinion of the 
Chair. Does the gentleman take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. CABELL. I do. I claim it as a consti- 
| tutional right to record my vote. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
the Chair to decide that the centleman cannot ca 
| for the yeas and nays after the result of a vote has 
been announced? 

Mr. HOUSTON, (in his seat.) And after th 
| Chair had really stated another proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. That isthe Chair’s decision. 

Mr. JONES. The Constitution says, ‘* And 

the yeas and nays of the meMbers of either House 
on any question shall, at the desire of one fifth of 
those present, be entered on the Journal.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Would it be in order, I in- 
| quire of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, to call the 
| yeas and nays upon a question passed on yester- 
| day? If not, they could not be called upon a 
question that had passed from before the House 
to-day. 

The question was then taken upon the appeal, 
| and the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

| ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I proposed a 
| privileged motion, and move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next, 

The question being taken, the motion was dis- 
| agreed to, there being upon a divislon—ayes 62, 
noes 86. 


| THE MEXICAN INDEMNITY BILL. 

| The question was then taken on the motion to 
so into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself nto Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Jonrs, of Tennessee, in the chair.) 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the committee 
take up House bill No. 46; which motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill to provide for the carry- 
ing into execution, in further part, the twelfth 
| article of the treaty with Mexico, concluded in 
Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

The CHALRMAN sstated that the pending 
question was on the amendment of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Marsnaz] to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jounson,] and that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. ALLEN] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN said: Mr. Chairman, I should 


| have had no disposition to mingle in the renewed 


Do I understand 


nN 
i} 
il 


| debate upon the Mexican indemnity bill had not 
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misrepresentations gone forth from a portion of 
the public press respecting certain matters dis- 
cussed by me when the same subject was before 
the House near the close of the last Congress. I 
should have been content with the discharge of 
my duty to my country on that oceasion; and 
with the record of the past before them, have left 
to the present House the disposition of the whole 
subject, contenting myself with a silent vote. 

But, sir, the necessity of corre tine misappre- 
hension brings me before the committee to ask its 
indulgence while I review some part of the pro- 
ceedings of last year, during e pendency of a 
similar bill, and restate the position which | took 
in recard to its merits. 


7 


In February, 1851, a | to appropriate 
$3,180,000 for the payment of the last installment 


of the money due by the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidaleo to the Republic of Mexico was under 
discussion in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. By the terms of that 
treaty, the money was to be paid to Mexico on 
the 31st of May, 1852. Fifteen months, therefore 5 
remained before the paym« nt would become duc 
and in the course of the debate the ii julry arose, 
in what manner and by what instrumentality the 
transfer of necessary funds was tobe made. ‘J 
fact was then disclosed, that the Secretary of Stat 
had, in the summer of 1850, nevotiated a bargain 
with T. w.W ard, of Boston, : the went it ine 
Barings, Howland & Aspinwall, of the city of 
New York, and Corcoran & Ri , of the eity of 
Washington, in pursuance of which contract 
funds of the Unit d Staies to tl nount due to 
Mexico were to be placed at the disposal of e 
centlemen, and they were to make payment to 
Mexico according to the terms of said treat) or 
the benefits to be derived | Vv those b inkers from t 
arency they had assumed, they were to alloy 
Government a discount of three and a half per 
cent. upon the funds delivered to them. In the 
course of debate it appeared that dissatisfact 
was felt by other parties than the successful apt 
can for this avr Y vy, in the transf of fund a | 
that at least one hous f doubted credit (t! 
Rothschilds) had st od 1 ly to off to th (0 
el iment al reer Si 1, by Hii y ha sand a lars. 
than was stipulated to be paid by the brokers with 
whom the contract was in fact made. It also ap 
pe ired that the Secretary of State, almost imme 
ately upon his assumption of office, had mad: 
contract definitively with the Barings and 

sociates without affording any opportunityfor othe 
houses to present their proposal 3. That the agency 
was a source of emolument, directly or indirectly, 


commensurate with the magnitude of the funds 


$3,100,000, to be transferred to the parties contract- 
ine with the Government, no one will deny: and 


it 18 equall 


] 


. , ~f ee 
y indi putable that if, instead of h tily 
closing a bargain upon the first offer of 1 


tion, an opportunity had been ven, for whi 
there was more than ample time, for competition 
: ; : | 

among respon ible brokers and bankers for the 
prize which many would eagerly have sought, 
much better terms might have been obtained by 
the Government with equal security upon tl 
fulfillment. And, in nddition to e direct pect 


niary advantage to have been derived by the U 


ted States by a fair competition tor the avai 3 of 
the agency in question, there would have been 
satisfactory assurance in the minds of the public, 
and of all concerned, that the interests of t! 
tion had been protected, and no suspicion of favor 
itism would have rested upon the transaction. 
Another mode of meeting the de mands of Mex 
ico remained, more honorable still to this country, 
as it would have disper 
with brokers, foreign or native, and been kind, 
conciliatory, and beneficial to a feeble Republic, to 





ed with all nerotiation 


whom the fortunes of war had iwarded a few mil 


lions of dollars in exchange for the sources of in- 
exhaustible wealth, and the dominion of an empire 
No member of this committee can have adverted 
to portions of the correspondence of the Mexican 
Minister, which have been laid upon our desks, 
without being impressed with the belief that the 
Mexican Government would gladly have received 
this installment of the indemnity in acceptances by 
our Government at Washington, and that fear of 
giving offence to the Secretary of State, by inter- 
fering with his chosen mode of payment, alone pre- 
vented an early proposition to that effect. It was 
so obviously for the interest of Mexico to allow to 
this Government for difference in exchange, alarger 
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sum than three and a half per cent. 
the Barings and receive her 
at Washington, that resort is had to 
the terms of the treaty for an objection against 
this mode of procedure. And it is further alleged 
that the Senate refused to allow a provision to be 
inserted in the treaty, by which drafts on this 
Government for the several installments were to be 
delivered to Mexico on the ratification of the 
treaty. This objection is well answered by refer- 
to the condition of things at the time of the 
ation of the treaty, our army had 
been withdrawn from the invaded country, and to 
the policy which dictated the withholding at that 
time of a large ytiable 


tions of the Government. It is an 


and the if assoc 


late 8, 
indemnity 


ence 


ratifi before 


amount of the neg obliga- 
objection 
ted itself to the minds of Gen- 
cabinet. It was the desire of that 
in consideration of the necessities 
to adopt this mode of payment; and 
failure of the Mexican Minister 
seasonably to receive instructions to that effect, 
; ym taking effect 
the second installment. 

further ¢ 


which never sugge 
eral Taylor’s ¢ 
Administration, 
of Mexico, 


nothing but the 


such an arrangement fi 
prior to the payment of 


Sut, sir, i w 


prevented 


onsideration of the 
expediency of paying the indemnity directly, and 
without the intervention of brokers 
of Mexico at Washing Let gentlemen dis- 
miss that argument if they please from their minds. 
And Il till very ’ } t the 
course pursued in this business Secretary 
of State. 


aive the 


, to the agents 
ton. 
frave obrections agains 
by the 


I assert that no officer of the 
right to necotiate definitively 


two 


In the fir 
Government ha 
for the 
yerur, lu 
therefor. 

In the right of any execu- 
tive officer to make such ne rae such 
time, were admitted, it ' that 
officer, for the s of the coun- 
as well a 


st place, 
d any 

"Oy 
payment of the 


money years, or one 


advance of an appropriation of Congress 


second place, 
id be the duty of 
seauied ot Piha 
try, to avoid faveritisin in the disposi- 
tion of an immensely to throw 
it Open to fair ce ‘ who are 
equally e and responsible 
for any | 

And, in the third pla 
of the Seere 


brokers al 


profitable contract, 


mmpetition among those 
pete nt to the busine 
failure in its performance 
‘e, | deny entirely the right 
tary of State to n rotiate with the 
all for the payment of ais Mexican in- 
vas an as duties which 
» Government. 
Yow, sir, in briefly presenting my views, as I 
shall do, L ask thi to look at the facts 
which are and which will be before 
from considerations 
to it, and to dispose of it, 
not they will desire in the exer- 
rents unbiased by prejudic e, It is 
ual thing illful and dexter- 
[louse, and more 
ner 


lmption of 


other officer of tl 


comniuttee 
before them, 
arate this 


them, to: matter 


which do not belong 
is I doubt 


of jud 


to do, 


here for sk 
influences in the 
of the 


mi thu 
ous men, by 


especially out House, to ce 't the subject- 
onsideration here with topics entirely 
which prop erly invites the 1 
nd there by diverting vr” 1s res 
which are ted to it. 
‘The question simply is, Has a proper and suit- 
le arranzement been pees with the Republic of 
nd in reference to the payment of this 
1 cast from my n ind all other 
ns whatever. lrecur not to 
t | wish to look to the facts 
me, and which be long to the 


f 4) 
Or the 


} 
matter unde 
fore ivn to that 


* 4] ley 
his body, 


attention 


card from 


the true issues submit 


\lexico i 

mh Ly con- 
other sub- 
which lie 
case, and all I 
committee is, that they will do the 
ume, and come to such conclusions as t facts 
hall justify. say, that during the 

ute which has already taken place upon this 
tion, | think we have been led away from the 

ie which is before us. ) 


} : 
aose 


Let me 


also, 


There has been a 
on td aoe prese anted for the con- 

» Liouse by the Messrs. Green, in 
mi mh complaint that they had no op- 
‘competing for this contract, and th e 
Well, if such is the 
men were desirous of negoti- 
with the Government, and could furnish to 
the Government ample security for its indemnity 
wainst loss, but had no opportunity of offering 
their proposals, then Ido not see but that their 
complaint is ajust one. Yet | do ask that the is- 
sue may not be tried upon this question, whether 
the Messrs. Green have been treated fairly or im- 
properly in this matter. The issue that has been 
raised between the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, on the one hand, and the 


benehts sululing from it. 


fact— if these @¢ itl 


ating 


, to be err by | 
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Mes tenes on the other, and the subjects 


which have been introduced by the chairman of 


that committee in connection with the memorial of 
those gentlemen, have engrossed, as the commit- 
tee are aware, almost the whole time during which 
this discussion has been in progress. 

| urge, therefore, upon the consider: ition of this 
committee, that they do not permit the various 
questions which have arisen between the Messrs. 
Green and the chairman of the Foreign Relations 
to divert their attention from the true question 
before them. This matter, which relates to the 
vrievances of the Messrs. Green, may be a proper 
one for the consideration of the House, but be- 
yond that and above it, and the subject which 
should engross the attention of the House almost 
to its exclusion, is the great question whether the 
course of any department of the Government has 
been correct and proper in the whole disposition 
of the business which related to the Mexican 
treaty. Set aside, therefore, all consideration of 
the question us it respects fairness or unfairness 
towards the Messrs. Green. With that certainly 
[ have nothing to do. They have no concern with 
my purposes or my motives. They prompted 
not the which I have pursued; neither 
could they have prevented or interfered with that 
which | saw fit to pursue. Let me, therefore, not 
prejudice their merits before this Elouse; and on 
the other hand, let not the case which they present 
be so exclusively regarded by this House, or re- 
ceive such prominence in the ‘consideration of this 
question, that other matters, which are far more 
unportant, shall be in danger of being last sight of 
and forgotten, 

In respect to the 


course 


first position which I have 
taken, that no officer of this Government had a 
right to make a definitive negotiat 
of the appropriation of Congress, | should like to 

» the first member of this committee who dis- 
sailed the correctness of that proposition. I have 
heard no one in his place in this House deny, for 
a moment, its corre There seems to be an 
implied assent to the proposition on all sides of 
this question. If any member undertakes to say 
that it was proper to make a definitive negotiation 
for the payment of money, with bankers and 
brokers, nearly two years in advance of the ap- 
propriation of Congress, I should be very glad 
that he should rise in his place and say so at this 
time. If we are all agreed on that matter, if no 
one undertakes to dispute the proposition, then I 


‘tness. 


will not undertake to enforce it by any argument 


before this intelligent committee. [ will not un- 
dertake to prove to the committee that this House 
holds the purse-strings of the nation, and that no 
matter what treaty may have been negotiated sev- 
eral years 


since, no matter W hat sum of money it 
may have 


been agreed by that treaty should’ be 
paid to a foreign government, yet, until there shall 
be an ap propri ation by this House ,ho nerotiation 
can be concluded with any party, for any con- 
sideration, by which that party shall obtain the 
vuarantee of the Government that the funds of 


the United States shall be placed in the hands of 


such party for any purpose connected with their 
disbursement. Many ht have arisen 
after the negotiation of that tre: ity to supersede 
the payment altogether. War might have been 
renewed with Mexico, or in the lapse of two years 
new arrangements might have been made with 
that power. But it is not necess sary to point out 
contingencies that might have arisen. 
to say that this House has control 
of the nation, and, until it loosen ihe strings, no 
man has a right, in advance of its action, to put 
his hands upon the public funds, or to transfer 
that right to another. 

Then, sir, if | am correct in the general prop- 
osition, what follows? It follows that the Sec- 
retary of State has violated this wise and salu- 
tary principle. He has made a contract with the 
Barings and their associates for the disbursement 
of the public money, in flagrant disregard of it. 
And now, sir, who will dispute the correctness of 
the second proposition, viz: that if an officer of 
the Government had been authorized, in the dis- 
charge of his general duties, to negotiate with 
bankers and brokers, by the result of which, be- 
tween three and four millions of the property of the 
United States should be placed in the hands of those 
bankers and brokers, in consideration of certain 
services to be performed by them, the negotiation || 
should beso conducted as to throw open to competi- 


causes mig 


[tis enough 
f the purse 


| the Secretary of the Tre: usury, was bound to 


ion in advance | 


| Messrs. 
| not, therefore, listen to any terms from any other 


| State hac 


| precedent. 
| understood the chairman of the Committee 0! 


| ico, had . 
| the bankers, and I now understand the gentle 


| kers 
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tion ie penponstbleheuhen, in lieepdloatiicte ¢ 
disbursing the public funds? Oftheimmense Vi: «Se 
of the contract with the Government for the y., 
ment of the Mexican indemnity, the facts), 
sented afford ussome knowledge. Its fu}! benes : 
the brokers understand better than we do. \ 1 
hence the eager struggle to obtain possession of 1) 
prize. I think no man who takes these mati, 
into consideration will say that there ought no: «., 
have been fair competition. The contract ong a 
not to have been made—in the entire ignoraye; 
the pubhe of the whole transaction—with th 
son who should be fortunate enough to obtai 
some means knowledge of the op portunity of »; 
and to come forward with the first propositi 
Why, I believe, in purchasing the stores for your 
Army and Navy for the various stations and dén i 
throughout the country, you do not buy a few by 
rels of beef or provisions of any kind, to be for. 
warded for your Army and Navy, without ope ; 

a fair competition to the whole country. Yor = a er 
your proposals through the public new spay 


t 
Now, I do not say that the Secretary of Stat; 


Dur 
it- 


sue that identical course rather than any other 
and advertise this contract in the new spapers 
the country; but I do aver, that having two ye we 
before him for the payment of the installment t! 
under consideration, it was his bounden duty 
wait until the public in the principal cities, in ¢) 
country, and abroad, should have been inform, 
that the Government were disposed to negotiate in 
this matter; and to go further, if nec essary, and 
correspond with those whose business it is to fur- 
nish the facilities which the Government requires, 
and to reap the benefits which the Governmert 
bestows, that they be informed, and the interests 
the Government protec ted by competition, rath 
than that the contract should be given, as a matt: 


' 


| of favoritism, to the earliest ap plic ant. 


j believe the friends of the Secretary of State, 
and his supporters in this House, have, in debat: 
here, admitted that the course which was pursued 
by the Secretary in this particular, in making his 
contract with the Barings and their associates 
without affording an opportunity of ¢ ompetition t 
any other persons, was wrong in princip le; and 
the only answer which has been given to objec- 
tions which have been made to this proceeding , is, 
that however much the Government may have 
lost thereby, it is too late to correct the error. 
Such was the argument of the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Brooxs.] While on one hand 
it has been said that it was too late to correct the 
error, on the other, I think there was some very 
faint denial that the arrangement with the Baring 
and their associates was definitive i in its character 
Upon this point it is necessary only to refer to 
the letter of Mr. Webster to Mr. Green, dated the 
2d of September, 1850, in which he states that 
‘*he had made a definitive arrangement with 
Jaring, Brothers & Co.,’’ &c., and can- 


quarter. 
I now come, in passing hastily along, to my 
third proposition, which is, that the Secretary of 
| no right whatever to interfere in this 
matter, under any circumstances. I have asserted 
that it was without precedent, and contrary to 
I do not know whether 1 correctly 


Foreign Affairs, [Mr. Bayty,] but I understood 


| him to state that one installment of the Mexican 


indemnity was negotiated with the brokers and 
bankers by the late Secretary of State, (Mr. Clay- 
ton.) I see that gentleman now in this Hall, and 


| I desire to ask him whether I correctly understood 
him? 


Mr. BAYLY. The gentleman is mistaken. 


_ On the contrary, I stated ‘that that installment was 


negotiated by Mr. Letcher, our Minister in Mex- 


ico. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Letcher, who was in Mex- 


nothing to do with the contract wit) 


man to say that the Secretary of State had ae 
ing to do with it. Tam aware that he had not; 

I will tell this committee what he did. He neg 
tiated with the Mexican Minister in relation to the 
terms of payment, and the time and place of per 
ment; but when that negotiation came to an ene, 
and arrangements were to be made with the bro- 
, Mr. C layton at once gave up all connection 
with the business. Hew ould have nothing to do 
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with it. He had too much regard for his own 
vamutation. He had too much regard to a sense of 
propriety to interfere in a matter so delicate, and 
‘in reference to which there was so much room 
for misapprehension, to say the least. He would 
wot interfere with the duties which properly be- 
tonved to another officer. Now, sir, whoever will 
quire into the course of proceeding in this be- 
half adopted by the present Secretary of State— 
whoever will examine that course thoroughly and 
ritically, and sift it to the bottom, will find that 
when he came into office, he did instantly and 
verly what the former Secretary of State (Mr. 
Clayton) had refused to do. He assumed upon 
himself the negotiation for the payment of the in- 
tallments of the Mexican indemnity at once— 
‘most immediately. It was but a few days from 
che time he commenced his official course, that he 
‘nstituted a negotiation with the bankers and bro- 
kers for the payment of a laree sum of money, 
for which, perhaps, at some future day, Congress 
ueht make an appropriation. Now, I ask, what 
utthority the Secretary of State had for this? I 
isk why he disregarded the precedents in the case? 
_whv he assumed the duty of another officer? 
To learn what that duty is, we have but to look at 
the bill before us. What are its provisions? It 
simply makes an appropriation of so much money 

) be paid out of the Treasury in liquidating the 
jebt due to Mexico. Now, sir, there is no legisla- 

rin the country; there is no man who has had 
anything to do with the affairs of his own com- 
ionwealth, or even with the affairs of his own 
county or township, who is not competent to de- 
‘ide this question—who does not know that when 
here is nothing to be done but to pay a certain 
im of money out of the Treasury, it becomes the 
ity of the Treasurer to make that payment, and 
not the duty of any other officer. 

Itis doubtless the duty of the Secretary of State 
o negotiate treaties with foreign ministers. But 
when the negociation is concluded, and nothing 
remains but to appropriate a sum of money out of 
he Treasury, 1 hold, and I believe it has always 
been held in the history of this Government, that 
the duties of the Secretary of State have been dis- 
charged, and that the payment of the money is a 
duty which belongs to another officer. 

But I must hasten onward. I took oceasion 
last year, in the course of the discussion upon this 
bill—though it came suddenly upon me—in the 
discharge of what I believed to ™ my duty, to 


ne 


charge upon the present Secretary of State un- | 


necessary and improper interference in a transac- 
tion which did not devolve upon his office, and for 
which there is no evidence that he is peculiarly 
qualified to undertake. 


The Secretary of the | 


Treasury, but not the Secretary of State, is se- | 
d ’ 


lected for his skill in financial affairs. 
urged upon this House, that the relations which 
the present Secretary of State sustains to the capi- 
talists and bankers, are such as render it highly 
improper and unfit that he should take it upon 
himself, unnecessarily, to discharge the duties 
he assumed. Now, what were those relations? 
It had come to my knowledge—and it seemed 


I further | 


to mea proper matter for the knowledge of the | 
House—that when the Secretary of State took | 


upon himself the office which he now holds, he | 


entered into a negotiation quite as remarkable, to 
say the least, as the negotiation which it appears 
he made with the Barings and their associates. 
It was a negotiation with men of a character, class, 
and description similar to that of Mr. Ward, of 
Boston, and Howland & Aspinwall, of New 
York; a negotiation, by which, as an inducement 
for Mr. Webster to take the office which he now 
holds, a sum of money was to be furnished— 
$90,000—to support him in that office. Now, I 
do not say that Mr. Ward was a party in this 
negotiation, either directly or indirectly, nor do 1 
say that he was in any way a contributor to that 
fund. Neither do I say that he was not directly 
or indirectly a contributor. I know the names 
of some of them. When the collector passed 
through certain streets in the city of Boston, 
calling upon the neighbors of that gentleman 
and his associates in like condition with him- 
self, for their respective contributions, I do not 
know what mark he may have found upon the 


door-posts of that gentleman, which induced him | 


= pass his house, without calling upon him 
also for his contribution. Nor do I know that 
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New York, among those who are familiarly called 
the upper-tendom there, that Messrs. Howland 
& Aspinwall were contributors also; but I am 
satisfied of this fact, and I offered at the time to 
prove to this House, by evidence then within the 
reach of my voice, that the associates of these men, 
if not themselves also, were among the persons 
who were contributors to this fund. 

{Here a message was received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of Mir- 
LARD P. Fi_imore, his Private Secretary.] 

Mr. ALLEN, (resuming.) Now, it 1s for this 
House to say, and for the country to say, whether 
these facts should be made known, or should not. 
Mark the time when the contract was entered into with 
the Barings and their associates. Mark the time, also, 
when the contract was entered into for the raising of 
the sum of $50,000 to support Mr. Webster in the 
office of Secretary of State, by the same description 
of men to whem they belong, if not by themselves 
also. When was this contract made with the 
Barings? On the 3lst day of August, 1850, Mr. 
Green writes to Mr. Webster informing him that 
such an arrangement had been made by him with 
the Government of Mexico, that he was author- 
ized to negotiate for the payment of this money. 
Two days after, the Secretary of State replies that 
he had already made ‘‘a definite arrangement a 
few weeks ago with Barings, Brothers & Co., How- 
land & Aspinwall, and Corcoran & Riggs,” for 
payment of this money. You will bear in mind 
that this letter from Green to Webster was writ 
ten upon the 31st day of August, and the reply upon 
the 2d of September. If you will turn to that reply, 
found in the Telegraph, which has been laid upon 
our tables, you w ill find the Secretary says a **defi- 
nite arrangement ’’ was completed some weeks be- 
fore that period. Well, the Secretary had not then 
been In oflice six weeks. He took the office on the 
22d of July, and the proposition of Mr. Green 
was made on the 3lst of August; and he replies 
that ‘‘a few weeks ago’”’ a definite arrangement 
had been made. When was the other definite ar- 
rangement made? At the time the Secretary took 
his office. Just before he accepted the office the 
acreement was made as to the sum to be raised, and 
capitalists went on and consequently raised the mo- 
ney. Now, if the contract was made with Barings 
and their associates some weeks before this propo- 
sition of Mr. Green to Mr. Webster, does it not 
follow irresistibly that the contract was going an 
with Mr. Ward and Howland & Aspinwall at the 
very time when the negotiation was going on for 
raising this sum of $50,000? Now, sir, these 
things are joined together by facts which belong 
to the immutable history of the past, and no man’s 
ingenuity can put them asunder. And it is for 
gentlemen to say—and not you only whom I ad- 
dress, but it is for the country to say, whether a 
free representative of a portion of the free people of 
this country ought, upon an occasion like this, to 
make a disclosure of these facts, or to withhold 
them? There was a denial in this House of the 
truth of the facts, but that denial was followed by 
an offer to prove them upon thespot. The friends 
of the Secretary came forward and resisted to the 
utmost any investigation, upon the proffer of an 
investigation made in my behalf, and urged by 
me, and upon a proffer to prove the facts as I had 
advanced them. And through that influence, and 
through the force of artful appeals to prejudices 
which, I trust, have been weakened since the last 
Congress, the friends of the Secretary were able 
to prevent that disclosure, and to preclude an ex- 
amination into the facts of the case at that period, 
when certainly there was ample time for full ex- 
amination. 

Sir, I hasten on. Although there was the de- 
nial I have spoken of, yet it was found to. be 
unsafe, and the friends of the Secretary after- 
wards, at Boston and elsewhere, admitted the 
material facts in this case. It was admitted that 
the money was raised, and at the time it was 
allered to have been raised. But false issues were 
presented through the papers. [ have not seen 
fit to meet those issues or correct those misrepre- 
sentations. This is the fit time, and this House 
the proper place, to reinstate the true issue. 

One newspaper, friendly to the Secretary, as- 
serted that one Mr. Haven, of Boston, received 
the proposition from Mr. Webster to have this 
sum of money procured, and then Mr. Haven 
comes before the public in a letter, and says he 


when the collection was taken up in the city of |) did not receive such a proposition; and to assure 
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letter which 
7 ive from Mr. Wee! 
It is the very remarkable epistle written just after 
the death of General Taylor, in which Mr. Ws 


the public of the fact, he publi hes a 


he says he did in fact rec ster. 


ster says that no man who is not *‘ rich or a bateh- 
ae © , ; , . . P 

elor can afford to take the officer of Secretary of 

State. He also uu that the 


orms Mr. Have pres- 


} 


entis the time to be 





taken by the forelock, and con 


cludes with recommendis » that offi a distin- 
culshed gentleman of Ma tts.whom nobody 
else had thourcht of, and wh \ ted physi J 
infirmities had compelled h t n the com 
paratively light labors « over a 
literary institution. '} lett le public, 
furnished to discerning t tist y proof of 
that which it was su i by A Haven to con 
ceal or refute. lL did not rod e name oft 
that eentleman into ed ut f t ‘ li 
controversy, if he has any. \ 

I will, in closing, advert to one ot pre 
sentation, by which the fi ‘ t Secretary 
sought to palliate the transa 1 \ muld no 
longer deny. It is the assertion the ceé 
tors to the Secret ry’ u dy we men who d 
retired from publi - life, and 
ness, and who were induced, by rested 
considerations of regard, to tend: rratuilous 
acknowledgement of servics i tol coun. 
try. If such had been the { ‘ 
tion, a publication of the ‘ us 
donors would have furnish t eacdiest and most 
satisfactory evid e of the Bit, , when 
ever the friends of tl S ir\ all consent to 
an investigation of the subjeet before a mmittee 
of this House, it will be made to a ur that this 
tatement of the transacti untounded as j 
is improbable. Having uught heretofore forca 
full development of the cirer stances under y h 
the Secretary entel d upon pf ( e, now r re 
mains for me to do, but to ev e my readiness to 
enter upon an investigation of the facts, whenever 


the objections to the of a committe 


for that purpose shall be withdrawn; and I pledge 
myself to this House to prove, wl lever an op 
portunity shall be prese! te l,alland more than 
| have asserted. 
Ir. ALLEN expressed a w tn continues 

[Cries ** Let him go on!” ** Let him go o1 

Mr. ALLEN. Wi ie centleman allow me a 
few moments? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massach Are these few 
moments to come out of my tim 

The CHAIRMAN. Thev w 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I will n low m t 


tenth part of a second. 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virgi . Hf the gentleman 
from Massachusett 


there is a response tothe r ion which we passed 


s will 


yesterday. I suggest thatit be read Ww. 

" Mr. DAVIS. [would rather goon now. M 
Chairman, as it regards the general points which 
have been raised here in reference to the payment 


of this indemnity, | have not the advantage of the 


ve 
expe rience whi h m ny G emen rmtit mie | N 
sess. But for some pect r circumstances, | 
should have been content, 1, indeed, | should 
have preferred to have heard t debate through, 
and argued upon its general questions, by ger 
men much more competent than myself to argue 
them, and to have given my vote as [1 } 
finally made up my mind upon the ar ent. | 
before proceeding to dwell upon me partientat 
considerations, | will merely say that the impr 
sion left upon my mind is, that the ‘an be but 
two questions here. The resolve before the House 
is for the appropriation of t! n of money 
in payment of the last insta ent di from us to 
Mexico by the treaty of G lalunpe Flidalgo, and 
falling due may 3ist, 1852 ti understood 
that this appropriation, when made, unless Con- 
cress shall ou erw 1} t. will pass through the 


‘ 
State Denartment. On the question whether such 
vehicle of payment is in conformity with usage, 


or whether there is any objection to it in princt- 


ple, [ have m ide no personal examination of au- 
thorities. And while it appears to me that two 
minds of eq al fairness and acuteness might, per- 


l, come to opposite conclusions 


upon this 


haps wil 
win al ques- 


question of form, treating it as an 01 
tion, I still eee no reason for disturbing the con- 
clusion to which General Taylor’s Cabinet, two 
successive Democratic Committees of Ways and 
Means, and the last House of Representatives, 
have successively arrived on that point. 


I find 
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that General Taylor’s Cabinet, against which no 
sugrestion of favoritism or undue influence is, at 
this time, made, acted upon the ground that this 
was proper matter for negotiation by the Secretary 
of State. I find under these circumstances that 
Mr. Webster, in taking charge of this matter, did 
no more than follow the course indicated by his 
predect Such was the opinion of General 
‘Taylor’s Cabinet. What, then, are the next facts 
: Here are two Committees, in suc- 
Ways and Means of this House that 
organized by Democratic Houses. 
been committees containing men of 
experience and judgment—men with no particular 
partialities or predilections for the Administration 
or for Mr. Webster. I donot know the names of 
all the members of the Committee of Ways and 
former House, though I have rea- 
spect it, from what | have known of i 
constituent members. With regard to the present 
existing committee, every ge ntleman must Cod r- 
stand that it is not organized in such a manner 
that it can be supposed to have any personal bias 
or svediledtion for the Administration. And it 
may also be stated, as ppm a commit- 
Lee, : that it is compos ‘ed of body « “men of as 
good judgment, of as large e xperie nee, and of as 
reliable bone aty as can be found in this House. 
These two successive committees, upon this ab- 


wore. 


in the case? 
GESSION, of 
have 
f 

hey 


bee hh 
have 


1 } 
Me wmsin the 


on to re 


stract question, free from personal bias, have unan- 
imous sly reported and taken a course sustaining the 


| 


view of the Secretary of State upon this point; or | 


rather, to state the thing more accurately, they 


h: iveun unimously re porte d the appropri ation, with- | 


out seeing fit to recommend any interference with 


the mode in which it was well understood that the | 


funds would be remitted. ‘This consideration goes 
a great way to satisfy my own mind, with the 
limited opportunity | have had of making myself 
personally acquainted with the subject. Presum- 
ine, then, that it is regular enough that this install- 
ment, falling due under a treaty with a foreign 

Power,should pass through the departmentthrough 
which the Government 
with foreign Powers, 
tions 


habitually communicates 
what is the next considera- 
Is there anything going to show the prob- 
ability of favoritism or irregularity on the part of the 
Department which is likely to be intrusted with 
the payment? Lsee that my colleague, in his speech 
just made, has introduced no new personal matter 
of any importance, for | have examined the Con- 


gres ssional Globe w hie h contained the former debate 
in reference to this matter. Every fact which 
could be brought against the Secretary of State was 


urged fully and thoroughly in the last House; but 
there are anumber of facts, most conclusive in their 
character, in favor of Mr. Webster’s course, which 
it seems to me did notthen appear. With the full 
benefit of the examination which my colleague and 
others then gave the subject, what was the result? 
All these questions came up, and in an anti-Ad- 
ministration House, there was a vote of something 
like one hundred and twenty-eight to thirty-six 
sustaining Mr. Webster. The letting out to open 
bidders, the propriety of which my colles wue now 
deems so clear that he thinks Mr. Webster could 


only aes omitted it from fraudulent design, was 


then urged upon the House, and rejected by a vast 
majority. How idle is it now to say that there 
are certain things in the action of the Secretary of 


State that no man can justify, when, in point of 


fact, a Democratic House after full debate, jus- 


tified and sustained him at 
it, as the gentleman claims, 
which might or might not be made void at the 
pleasure of the House. The House went on with 
a full knowledge of the facts, and confirmed and 
sanctioned it. Under these circumstances, and 
afier such sanction and authority given by this 
House, it looks like trifling to recede; and cert: unly 
not one word can be said against the Secretary as 
to the improvidence of the contract which doe s not 
apply with a fuller force to the House, which on 
full debate and knowledge ratified every step he 
had taken. ‘Thoroughly fortified, then, as the Sec- 
retary is, no less by the facts of the case than by 
the opinions of the numerous weighty tribunals 
which have examined the case and sustained him, 
I must say that I should hi ardly have felt inclined 
to trouble the House at this time, had not other 
suggestions been made. From whom do they pro- 
ceed? What party is before us from the outside 
making any lament or outery? There is much 
said about the sufferings of the Mexican Republic, 


every point. Take 
that It was a contract 





|| point. 


| 


for ourselves than by sympathy Jor the 


and there is a strong sympathy for it. Who by? 
Where is the Republic? 1 seeno Re public, nor 
any one claiming to represent it. ‘The party that 
is alleged to have suffered does not say a word— 
is not here, and makes nocomplaints. ‘The Messrs. 
Green are here, and it is their outery only that 
stuns the ear. Now, as to the complaint of the 
Messrs. Green, | have only to say, that it would 
be the most singular thing if they were not indig- 
nant at Mr. Webster, who rejected their proposi- 
[t would, indeed, be singular if they did not 
hate him with a bitter, irreconcilable, Indian hatred. 
W hy not? But for him they think they would 
have received a princely fortune, wrung from the 
necessities of Mexico. The y have one hundred and 
seventy-five thousand good reasons for oe him. 
These men e xpected, without capital, by the use 
of their wits in going backwards and forwards be- 
tween these Governments, to put into their pockets 
what they call, in one of thei ir papers, ** the paltry 
commission’’ of $175,000. ‘There is, sir, a touch- 
ing generosity of soul exhibited in the first ground 
which these gentlemen allege as their reason for 
interposing between ours and the Mexican Gov- 
ernment. I read from their memorial 
to the President: 

*Mr. Marks was also a warm personal friend and ad- 
mirer of the present distinguished head of the Mexican 
Government, and of the members of the then existing Cabi 
net, and his and our attention was drawn to this subject of 
the indemnity less by any desire to make a profit out of it 
Mevicun Wovern- 
combinations formed by for- 


tion. 


ment, and indignation at the 


addressed | 


eign bankers to plunder the Treasury of our own Govern- | 


ment, as well as Mexico.’? 


But this disinterested sympathy yields presently 


to the austere suggestions of prudence, enforced | 


by Scripture. They go on to say— 

** But, sir, we have it from high authority that the laborer 
is deserving of his reward; and the Mexican Government, 
im availing itself of our labors and suggestions, could not, 
in honesty and good faith, do less than admit that we were 
entitled, as compensation, to some small part of the large 
sums thus to be saved to both Governments.”’ 

This *‘ small part”’ 
follows: 

‘Our compensation was thus to be only on the $5,000,000, 
and was the difference between the premiuim to be paid to 
the United States, (say four and a half per cent.,) and the 


eight per cent. to be allowed by the Mexican Government, 
viz: S175,000.”’ 


they afterwards describe as | 


Now, sir, when you find that the three great | 


houses, with solid capital, to whom Mr. Webster 
intrusted this business, actually made on the three 
millions paid over by them less than thirty thou- 
sand dollars profit, you will be prepared to esti- 
mate at its true value the ‘sympathy for the 
Mexican Government,’’ which would have ex- 
torted $175,000 for the mere service of getting our 
Government’s name to some bills of exchange. 
Now, we have the fact that Mexico makes no 
complaint, and that every dollar due to her has 
been paid with austere and rigid punctuality. 
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generous treatment at our hands. She has suffe red 
enough from our armies, without being fur 
deple ‘ted by our money leec hes. Never was 
act wiser or more righteous than that which gave 
Mexico her installment dollar for dollar,at a prof 
to the contractors of less than one per cent., and 
saved her from paying to intermediate | 
alone a shave of four. 

My colleague, upon the one hand, is re solute 
in his condemnation of Mr. Webster for mak); 
any contract; and, upon the other, arcues 
the Government ought to have gone on and a 
cepted these bills. It ts a remarkably constituted 
mind which sees no legal difficulties in the way of 
the Government’s acc epting bills, or making ¢] 
payments in Washington in contravention of 
treaty, but sees mountains in the way of the & 
retary ’s making a legal contract to provide for th 
payment of the installments in Mexico accord] 
to the treaty. General Green I do not know per- 
sonally, and certainly in relation either to him or 
to Benjamin E. Green, I have no dis sposition tos 
any thing harsh. It is obvious that the y have 
ceeded, to some slight extent, In impressing with 
their views some gentlemen in this Hall who, per- 
haps, have not had full opportunity to exam. 
ine the subject. [ have, however, been struck 
throughout this debate at the caution which ventle- 
men, who have taken the other side of the ques- 
tion, have used in speaking of the Secretary of 
State. They have only alluded to him so far as 


ther 


an 


brokers 


the 


f 


ay 


| is necessary to aid in the making out of their ease. 


I will suppose another state of things which, if | 


it had existed, might possibly have given ground 
for just suspicion. I will suppose that Mr. Web- 


ster had withirets n the transaction of this great | 
affair from the ancient and solid banking house 
which had for nearly three quarters of a century 
faithfully and accurately transacted similar business | 
for this Government, and had put it in the hands | 


of two gentlemen, not capitalists or bankers, and 
who received $175,000 for causing him to give the 
business that direction. Ican imagine that in such 
a case not even the high character of Mr. 
ster would have protected so singular a transaction 
from something of suspicion. His employing the 
houses which he did employ, at the very moderate 
rates of profit which they did actually realize, is 
in fact the most simple, natural, and probable 
transaction in the world. No one 
memorial of the Messrs. Green without being 
struck with the skill with which their griefs for 
the alleged sufferings of Mexico, and for their 
own failure to shave $175,000 out of Mexico, are 
blended and harmonized. A popular poet recites 


| the not dissimilar incident of a shipwrecked crew 


suffering the additional loss of the ship’s cutter, 


| containing a number of their comrades, as well as 
The grief of | 


a quantity of necessary provisions. 


Web- | 


can read the | 


the survivors is thus described, in language which | 


. call to mind— 
‘They grieved for those who perished in the cutter, 
4nd also for the biscuit, casks, and butter!” 


But I concur with the Messrs. Green in one 


' the complaints of the Messrs. Green do not fail | 


I think Mexico is entitled to careful and | 


They have not traveled out of the record for ¢| 
purpose of investigating his private affairs. That 
has not been resorted to out of a House of two 
hundred and forty -two members, composed of 
gentlemen of various feelings and politics, exce; 
by one gentleman who has gone without the record 
to investigate the private relations of Mr. Webster, 
Now, is not it possible that he may be mistaken j 
his own motivesand feelings? Did not it occur to 
him that this debate was not sufficiently spicy, and 
that the stimulus of a little hatred ought to be 
thrown in ‘*to make the mixture slab and wood?” 
Did not he, as the debate proceeded, and gentleman 
after gentleman arose opposed to the Administra- 
tion, treating the question upon general grounds, 
and particule arly w hen that letter came in from these 
bankers which shows they only made three and a 
half per cent. upon the transaction, includi 
two and a half per cent received for tne loan of 
their own funds where the Greens had intended 
to have made $175,000, have something of the 
feeling of a lawyer whose client unexpectedly 
settles a promising case before trial, or a phy- 
sician whose patient gets well without giving 


|a chance for any expenditure of medicine? lt 


did appear to me, that after the statement of thos: 
agents was received and read, there was nothing 
left for the rancor of the most rancorous to feed 
upon. I remember that an English historian re- 
marks (very unjustly, I think) of the Puritans, 
that they were opposed to the practice of bear- 
bating, not because it was cruel to the bears, 
but because it was pleasing to the spectators; and 
there are some, possibly, to whom a great princi- 
ple does not seem acceptable or lovely, unless it 
can be contorted into the means of giving pain 
or torture—unless there can be a wound inflicted, 
and the poisoned knife twisted in the wound. 
— we find a most singular combination here. 
We find General Green, whose controlling reason 
for hating the Sec retary of State was the loss of 
these profits, linked in the bands of common ha- 
tred with gentlemen in this House to whom, in 
every other particular, he is most diametrically 
opposed. Gentlemen who, in their political asso- 
clations, hate each other most cordially, are here 
brought together in the same truckle-bed. Al- 
though my “colleague took great pains to separate 
Mr. Green’s claim from the general merits of the 
case, still this case is brought into the House by 
Green’s memorial, and it is Green’s memorial and 
Green’s views which constitute the basis upon 
which this controversy has been carried on. Up 
to 1848, the time when my colleague left the Phila- 
delphia Convention because Mr. Webster was not 
nominated as a candidate for the Presidency, and 
because General Taylor was—I couple the two 
things—so far was = from thinking ill of Mr. 
Webster, that relations of strong friendship sub- 
sisted between them, and he considered him a 
proper person to fill the highest office within the 
gift of the people. What has he told us to-day? 
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1852. 
— 
1 more than a renewal of what was 
-aid at the last session? W hat is there in it new 
-, the American people? Nothing. It is an inev- 
incident to greatness, that its pangs and 
~uweles are as bare to the public eye as its ener- 
oe and achievements. There is not a man who 
.¢ not know that the great statesman of the 
try is as indifferent to money as he is de- 
ved to the higher cares of the public weal. There 
t aman, perhaps, (except my collearue and 
.» of those who think with him,) who does 
2 eel that the order which reigns in that vast 
understanding, and reduces to their elements the 
somplicated national questions, were equally 
fied in every detail of his personal expend- 
_ Butitis not so. His devotion to the pub- 
nas left him neither time nor disposition to take 
ve of himself: and this well-known fact leaves the 
stion simply whether the public, in exigent 
ses, shall be deprived of his services, or Whether 
friends shall aid him. Nor is this case, however 
ail a rare one. If the views of my colleague 
wld prevail, neither Burke, nor Pitt, nor Can- 
w, in the Old World, nor I think Jefferson, or 
Madison, or Monroe in the New, but would have 
ent disqualified by their poverty, and that very 
wthrift which devotion to great thought produces, 
from lending their great powers to their country’s 


Is it anythu 


e 


0 


most ¢ 
exenpll 


rvice. 

But as regards the facts: My colleague has said 
that he has been induced to speak to-day by the 
fact that his remarks on a former occasion have 

n misrepresented. ‘Two years ago, in this 
House, he claimed that not merely had certain 
donations been made to Mr. Webster, but that 
their being made was the consideration and in- 
ducement in consequence of which Mr. Webster 

cepted the Secretaryship. If my colleague will 
look at the Congressional Glebe he will find that was 
his statement. 

Mr. ALLEN, (in in his seat.) I say so now. 

Mr. DAVIS. He says so now, that that was 
he object for which these subscriptions were made, 
and that Mr. Webster was thus induced to accept 
the Secretaryship. 

My colleague’s memory failed him this morn- 
int. He said he had not thought it wise or pru- 
dent to set himself right before the country, 
through the medium of the press, or to correct 
misrepresentation in any other place than here. 
Here was the proper place. Thatsounded manly, 
but still it is net correct in point of fact, as I un- 
derstand. Before one of the trials in my col- 
leacue’s Congressional district—and the facts 1 am 
about to relate led to the writing of the letter J 
now hold in my hand—there was a political meet- 
ing held in the city of Worcester, in reference to 
his election. My colleague was sick, and a gen- 
tleman from Boston, Mr. Dana, a man of high 
character and standing, belonging to my colleague’s 

arty, came up and addressed that meeting. As 

understand—and my colleague can correct me if 
lam wrong—this gentleman, before he went to that 
meeting, had a personal interview with my col- 
learue, at which it was arranged and understood 
what were the views to be presented as regards 
this matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. No. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does my colleague deny that he 
saw Mr Dana just before that meeting? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do notdeny that I had an in- 
terview with Mr. Dana. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask my collearue, whether he 
denies that at this interview with Mr. Dana, he 
talked about that subject ? 

Mr. ALLEN responded, but his response was 
not heard by the reporter. 

Mr. DAVIS. No, of course not. I knew the 
fact, upon the authority of a gentleman to whom 
Mr. Dana himself told it. He told that gentleman 
that he had such interview with my colleague 
before coming to that meeting. At that interview 
you stated those things with regard to this trans- 
action, which he on the same evening imbodied in 
a speech. And yet my colleague has said this 
morning, that he thought this House was the true 
place, and did not think it proper until now to cor- 
rect the alleged misrepresentations, as to the former 
debate on this subject. Well, Mr. Dana made 
certain statements about this matter, and under 
my colleague’s suggestions, which were published 
in my colleague’s district, and which must have 
met his eye, although he says he has not thought 
proper to make use of the press in regard to this 
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matter, in answer to those statements. Franklin 
Haven, of Boston, a most respectable and honor- 
able gentleman, whose word would be implicitly 
taken wherever he is known, published a letter, 
from which [ will read the following extract: 

BosTon, May 17, 1851. 
To the Editor of the Transcript : 

Sir: I saw last evening, for the first time, in your paper 
of yesterday, a speech delivered April 5th, at Worcester, by 
Richard H. Dana, jr., Esq., containing, among other things, 
some statements concerning myself and my relations with 
Mr. Webster, Secretary of State, to which [ desire to reply. 

| am aware that, in a cautiously-written note, dated the 
12th instant, and addressed to the editor of the Daily 4d 
vertiser, Mr. Dana says, on the subject of this speech, that 
“the expressions therein attributed to Mr. Quincy are not 
correctly reported,’’ adding, that ‘‘the report was made 
without his knowledge, and published without having been 
subnutted to him, and without his authority.””. He does 
not, however, in any way imply that he did not say in sub 
stance what he is reported to have said at Worcester; and 
us the speechin question has, | am told, often been printed 
without remonstrance from him, as a true report, since it 
first appeared six weeks ago, and as Mr. Dana has notseen 
fit to qualify, or correct any partof itin which | am con 
cerned, [I shall, until otherwise advised, beheve that no in 
justice has been done to him in these particulars. « 

Mr. Dana more than indorses all the base calumnies ut 
tered in the House of Representatives against Mr. Webster, 
by Mr. Charles Allen, on the 25th and 26th of February, 
ter which | was subsequently vouched as the principal au 
thority. Hlesays: *“*I consider Judge Allen would have 
‘ required justification had he fuiledto take the ground that 
‘he did on this subject; and [ ask if it is not the duty of 
‘every man who sees corruplion in high places to expose 
¢itr?? 

This calumny was, (as your readers all know,) that Mr. 
Webster had been induced to accepi the place of Secretary 
of State in consequence of money paid, or promised to be 
paid, to him from Boston and New York, and that this bar 
gain Was proposed by Mr. Webster through me, and, in the 
result, was cousuimmated by the required payment. 
a bargain Mr. Dana ealls ‘corruption in high places :** and 
it would be so if ithad beenmade. He says, too, repeat 
ing atter Mr. Allen, and speaking of the eontract for the 
payment of the Mexican indemnity, that Mr. Webster was 

| dependent on the bankers (Messrs. Coreoran & Riggs) ‘to 
whom the contract was given ;*? and he adds, atterwards, 
that Mr. Webster ** has received a gift from the very class 
of men concerned in this contract as the condition of 
taking the office of Secretary of State ; $25,000 from New 
York and 819,000 from Boston.”’ 

I think all persons who know me—as Mr. Dana says he 
does—‘** very well,”? know that I would not be connected 
with a transaction so discreditable to all who might be con 
cerned init. I feel equally sure that Mr. Webster would 
not, nor would the honorable men who subsequently came 
forward in Boston, and did what they thought their duty 
required them to do to a great statesman, who had made a 
great sacrifice of his pecuniary interests and those of his 
family to the service of hiscountry. [ was notone of these 
gentlemen; but [ know that they were high-minded men 
most of them retired from affairs, and litthe concerned in 
polities, except just so far as they are concerned in the wel 
fare of the Union. 

Mr. Dana, in his speech, refers to the letter which Mr. 
Webster addressed to me on the state of things immediate 
ly aiter General Taylor’s death. He had therefore read 
that letter,, dated July 12, 1850; and [| suppose he must 
have read my letter, published with it, and dated March 11, 
1851. The letter of Mr. Webster, written before the funer 
al of President Taylor, and before Mr. Webster or any 
one else knew who would be nominated by Mr. Fillmore 
as Secretary of State, contained no intimation whatever 
that the Department of State would be oilered to hun, but 
rather the reverse; and yet, except the subsequent notice 
by telegraph of the mere facts of his nomination as Seere 
tary and acceptance of the office, this letter was, prior to 
the time of his entering upon the duties of the Department, 
the only communication I received either directly or in 
directly from Mr. Webster, on the whole subject of 
the Secretaryship. I said so in my letter, and I now add 

| that I have not at any time had any communication with 
him or from him upon the subject of the spontaneous gift 
made to him by the gentlemen of Boston, the character of 
which has been so perverted by Mr. Dana and Mr. Allen. 

It is to be presumed that Mr. Dana saw the letter, and 
therefore knew perfectly well that there had not been any 
such discreditable bargain as he described, and that the 
statements he made about it were not true. 

‘The part which relates to the contract with Messrs. Cor 
coran & Riggs, the Washington bankers, and to Mr. Web 
ster, as having ‘* received a gift from the very class of nen 
concerned in this contract as the condition of his taking the 
office of Secretary of State,’’ ix also untrue. The gitt so 
honorably offered by men of high sense of honor in Boston 
to Mr. Webster was not offered to him until many weeks 
after he had become Secretary of State. Not more than 
two of the persons who offered it to him could in any Way 

| be regarded as of the class of bankers, or concerned in 
banking; and so far from his * position of independence”’ 

being affected by it, as Mr. Dana declares it was and is, I 

have good reason to believe that Mr. Webster does not to 

this day know the name or position of one of the individuals 
who have thus nobly and unostentatiously expressed to 
him their gratitude for bis patriotic services. 

FRANKLIN HAVEN. 

I was struck with the singular vacueness of the 
gentleman’s expressions. He charged the Secre- 
tary of State with undue bias, because he had 
received favors from men of the class, by the 
same people, in the same street, who might possi- 
bly have the same occupation and profession as 
the bankers who had received this contract. I do 


|} not know that people living in the same street, or 
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using the same profession or occupation, are neces- 
sarily such sworn friends, that an obligation con- 
ferred by the one, implies a necessity of return to 
the other. It requires a vivid imagination to pre- 
sume, that because you have received pecuniary 
obligation from a gentleman living in number one, 
in any street, you will therefore feel bound to 
swerve from your official duties, to oblige some 
of the gentlemen living in number two. There 
is nothing in the accusation which demands a reply 

If there is anything in my colleague’s position, it 
is this: that the fact that Mr. Webster has been 
embarrassed in his pecuniary affairs, and has re- 
ceived pecuniary favors, would disqualify him from 
serving his country as a statesman 


Has my col- 


learue been so much more fortunate than most 
other men as to have utterly escaped such embar 
rassments? Has the black ox never trode on his 
foot? If so, | congratulate him that that bitterest 
drop has never been added to his cup of misery. 
Sut if it should be true, of which I know noth 


ine, that he, too, like perhaps the majority of 


mankind, has known the agoniesof the proud man 
subjected to the calls of the imperious creditor: 
if he too has ** served for a term in that leprous 


armada ’’ of debt, entanglement, and evasio 
and if in happier and more prosperous hours, h« 
forgets the sufferin rsof earlier years, and is prompt 
to urve against others a state of embarrassment as 
areason of disqualification—why, what then? Itis 
but a modern illustration of the savage line of the 
Roman annalist, eo immilsior quia toleraverat, ** all 
the more pitiless because he, too, had suffered 
and all that need be said is, that the people among 
whom he lives have dealt and will deal with ] im 
more sparingly and kindly than he is inclined to 
deal with others. 

Mr. Chairman, I now come to another point for 


It appears by 
the report of the debate on this subject in the last 
Congress, that my colleague [Mr. ALuEen] then rv 

marked that no other centleman except himself had 
thought fit to brine Mr. Webster’s private affairs 
before the notice of the House. 


the consideration of the committee. 


The inquiry natu 

rally occurs, Why was it that nobody else thoucht 
fit to bring these facts to the notice of tl e Llouse ? 
Was it fear, or was it 
pre vented others 


cood taste and de ency that 
from touching that subject? Was 
there no other man in this House of equal courage 
and force as my colleacue and in saying this | 
would not say a depree iting word of my « 


What was the 1 


learue’s courage or fore: 


son that ne was the only person who could he 
found to brine these charge j—a citizen « f Mas 

chusetts—a former neighbor, fellow-citizen, and 
friend of the Secretary of State? Are we not t 4 


led to the consideration, whether there is notsome 
‘* levell’d malice,’’ some hatred here? When my 
collearue warns the Hlouse not to attach any im- 
portance to the suggestions of political bias, and 
advises them to consider fa ilone, without ref 
erence to any unpleasant or unfriendly associa 
tions, has he not been conscious in his own mind 
that his own course was governed by the very 
causes against the ll fl ience of wi ich he warned 
the House? 

My colleague is particu 
subject of corruption. He professes 
of corruption. 
of corruption, as I consider it, occurring in our 


own State, before his own eyes—l might say oc« 


irivy earnest upon the 
extreme tear 


Now, there is a particular piece 


curring at his own instigation—that | think his 


talents and force might be more profitably directed 
against, than in hunting up these trumpery 
charges against the Secretary of State. Now, 


what are the facts? There are three partes in 
Massachusetts, and I mean to bring this matter 
close home, so far as Mr. Webster 1s concerned. 
There is the Democratic party, which in terms, in 
those measures known 
There is the Free- 
Soil party, which is sustained and kept up by 
hatred to the compromise measures, including 
the fugitive slave law. There is the Whig party, 
which I take it, by their State resolves, without 
taking perfectly distinet ground upon the compro- 
mise measures, still take perfectly distinct ground 
In sustaining Mr. W ebste r. W hatare the numbers 
of these parties? The number of Whig votes is 
64,000, the number of the Democratic votes is 
43,000; the number of the Free-Soil 28,000, leaving 
the Whigsa plurality, which any where else would 
be a majority of 21.000 votes. Of that vast majority 
of Whigs and Democrats, you have 100,000 voters 


its resolves, indorses 


as the compromise measures. 
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against 28,000; one pert, of i ) sustain the com- 


promise measu ires whic Vi W ebster advocated, 


and the other part of onan ike ing by their vote 
in their St ite Convention, sustain Mr. Webster, 
making, as I said before, 100.000 again 28 UU. 
Tha was the case last year pome thing like that 
was the case the year before. Well, what was 
the result, and what has happened in that State 

lLilere were two parties, the Demac rauic and l’ree- 
Pou party, dire etly Oppose d to each other upon a 
rround which was vital to the existence of the 
Free-Soul party, and vhich was a most cardinal 
point in the creed of the Democratic party. ‘Those 
parties met together and made a bargain. ‘The 


i‘ree-Soil party united with the Democratic party, 


I 
and sent to the Senate of the United States the 


a 
most talented and eloquent man who could be 
presented from the Free-Soil ranks; my colleague 
{Mr. Aven} always excepted. [Laughter.] For 
whom were the Democrats in Massachusetts who 
were in favor of the war with Mexico called upon 
to vote: lor renilleman who ud, when Mr. 
Wi ithrop voted for the pream je and bill ovine 
sul pp lie to our [roo] sin Me Xmo, °* that Mr. Win- 
throp ourht rather ‘to allow out army lo pa 3 be- 
tween the Caudine forks Now Lam not much 
of a Latin scholar, but I understand that the 


Caudine forks do not differ materially from the 
| 


Alamo butchery; and that the C tect ed forks in 


that connéction, mx “ant that Mr. Winthrop should 


have left the American throat to the tender mercies 
of the Mexican knife. 

The Demoeratic party i in favor of non-inter- 
vention a caddie avers in the States or Terri- 
tories. ‘They were called upon to send to the 
United State s Senati for six yearsaventleman who 
was in favor of intervention at least up to the verge 
of the Constitution, as he understood it. They 
send to oe Senate of the United States a ventle 


neech to be found in one 


man who declared, in a gs} 


of his printed volumes, that there were depths of 
infamy as well as heights of fame; that President 


Fillmore has sounded the former, and that he had 
betier never have been born, than to have signed the 
furitive W hat induced the Democratic 
arty to do this? What, I say, induced the Dem- 
What was it? Why, and 
how were the officers of the State put up like mut- 
ton and beef in the shambles? | you 
how. The leaders of the 3 metin re- 


De ited CAaAucU 
i 


slave bill, 
! 
ocrats to do this 
will tell 
two partie 
an ultimate result, six C 
ior, I 
Senator for 


es: as Ooub- 
Grover 


an United State: 


cillors, the Jseutenant Governor, and 
nine days, 
three Councillors, 
and Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and some other make-weieht officer went to the 
Free-Soil party. The parues higgled and 
d da by day, and night by night, in 
esiall met 


were 
to t Democrats, while 
thy U iit | State ; Senator, 


two 


, , 
ngs, as to the distribution 


each the other 


up to the price of its 


> olf *¢ bereing to come 
putted and advertised con- 


Puffed, 


science ind patriotism ! I say—advertised, 
I say, as thorouchly as ever were Phillips’s fire 
annihilator, or Emerson’s razor straps. T will 
ao them the justice, howe oe and l feel bound to 


say that there was no tricl rery in one re spect— 
there was as perfect an impartiality of treachery 
to principle on either side as can be expected 
fro n the weaknesses and imperfections of mortality. 
[Laugbter.] Such a scene was never before ex- 
hibited or dreamed of mm this country as was ¢ X- 
hibited in old Massachu ts: the leaders of two 
whole parties broughtup by one wide, wild, wasting 
sweep of the offices of the Commonwealth. 

I want to hear what the gentleman will say 
about this great crime against our institutions, 
this wholesale corruption, this monstrous—I had 
almost said, this inexpiable falsehood to con- 
science and to God, to the heart of man, and to 
the nature of things. . Where was the gentleman 


then? Where 


was he? Was he attempting to 
prevent corruption 


then? Quite the reverse. | 
understand that he instigated that he favors it; 
that he thinks it was Better that he should 
eo home and ende undo the mischief that 
he helned to do there than come here and as- 


sail Mr. Webster. There is this 


richt. 
“vor to 


one point in 


connection, to which I must refer, and to which I 
hope the gentleman will give an explicit reply. I 
would ‘all to the gentleman’s memory the vear 


were members of the 
ty. and when we got whi 1 Jt) 

urty, and when we got whipped, although 
having, as we supposed, a majority in the Legisla- 
ture. It was a case of this sort: the 


1843, when he and myself 


same Dp 


opposite 





party got hold of a gentleman named Mr. Bell, of 
Montgomery , and induced him to vote with them 
by the promise of as justice of the 
peac e, a suit of clothes, and a promise of “a loan 


of $400 in [Laughter.} At that ume 


a COMMISSION 


money. 


there was a great cry of indignation, The only 
question was w lie he r it was true, and no liv- 
inf man undertook to claim that such things 
were right. ‘The gentleman himself would have 
considered at that time that 1t was an outrageous 
proceeding. Where does the gentleman find the 


distinetion between that case and the Massachu- 


setts coalition of 1850 and 1851? Does the suit 
of clothes constitute the difference ? ” it the com- 
mission as a justice of the peace, which he ac = 


Here, 

cre ntleman aide dd, and iy 
not one 
jusuces, 


ly got, which makes the aecceasioat > 
the corruption which the 
Virtue of *h he holds 
peace, but five hundred 
rht inopen market. [twas ac lean 
rove crnctalide attorneyships, she riffalties 
ort, of everything that flatters the pride and 
ambitiow of man; and it was all to be given, pro- 
vided the leaders of the two parties would fall down 
and worship the crolden calf of coalition I walt 
anxiously for my colleague to point out to me the 
distinction between the ethies of the Bell purchase 

and the ethics of the coalition purchase. 
I think it is Milton who says of the wars of the 


w hi his seat, it was 
justice of cn 
who were bo 
sweep of 


—Ihi 8! 





Heptarchy that at this distance of time it is as 
ditt cult to understand their objects and motives 
as it would be to understand the objects and 


and kites. 
anybody at 
from M: issachusetts to explain—by 
the aid of the reason which God has riven bhim— 
pret isely how it was that two parties that 
pied such exactly opposite ground upon the com- 
could be brought up to the 


fights between crows 
And it would be equally difficult for 
a distance 


motives of the 


occu- 


promise que stion, 


mark—the one to help to send to the Senate 
of the United States, for six years, a man who 
would during that long period profess and en- 
force with his whole power, doctrines which 
they regarded as denationalizing and disorgan- 
izing; and the other to lend its influence to put 
into power in the State offices of the Common- 


wealth of Massachusetts, a set of men utterly and 
entirely opposed to them in all those points which 
they professed to think most essential. Well, I 
will tell you how it was. It was party hatred, and 
that party hatred leveled against the man whom 
we have heard vilified to-day. Nothing else but 
that could, | am sure, 
party of Massachusetts to 
did. F Boston Commonwealth, which is 
the org Free-Soil party—and it is my 
practice to read the papers of the other side more 
than my own, for I t ake it for granted that my own 
arealways right—from the Boston ( ‘ommonwealth, 
inof the Free-Soil party, I clip the follow- 
ing, which was the rallying ery for the last cam- 
paign, in the year of our Lord 1851: 


take the course the y 
rom the 
in of the 


1 . 
the org 


‘In fh 
ait cite 


there must 


ONCESSION. 


next place 
CONFIDENCE and 


be UNION and EFFORT, 
No concession of principle, 


for none is required. To our Free-Soil friends we say-- 
now that we wish to rebuke Daniel Webster, to sustain 
Churles Sumner, end to stamp upon the fugitive slave law, 
its fi evs and apologists, the seal of popular reprobation, 
the Democrat who is furthest from us is nearer than any 
Whig can be. To our Democratic friends we say—now 
that vou wish tosustuin Governor Boutwell, to retain the 
State Admi stration. t ) prese? ve and to pe rfect the reforms 


iously commenced last winter, 

that is furthest from you is nearer than any 
Let the spirit animate the allied forces, 
this, Mr. Chairman, was the way they 
whipped us. Oh, glorious defeat! Oh, destruc- 
tive and abortive triumph! Need I say, that I 
would rather be defeated fifty times in that way, 
than have one such success. 


sO auspi the Free-Soiler 
Whig can be. 
and victory is sure.”’ 


And 


Mr. VENABLE. So had I. 
Mr. DAVIS. But we are up within seven 
thousand of them. We stand shoulder to shoul- 


der, and though outnumbered, I can tell my col- 
league we are not by any means subdued. I will 
state another striking fact in connection with this 
matter. It is well known that two years ago, be- 
fore the election of the present Free-Soil United 
States Senator, and ie the election of Mr. Bout- 
well, the Democratic Governor, there were some 
twenty or thirty Democratic members of the House 
who would have nothing to do with Mr. Sumner. 
W hat did the Free-Soil paper do then? It came 
out the very next morning after the first failure to 
elect, and said that Governor Boutwell must not 
make any changes or appointments to office until 
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have induced the Free-Soil | 








San. = 


& 
the U nite States Slenatorahin was di 
That paper well understood its men, 


Spose d of 


There 


the greatest state of excitement and the most : 2g 
ious expectation until that matter was arran . ; 
and the doors of the treasury were thrown ,.... 
to the hungry. I remember an engravin 7 
Landseer, 119 which a number of very hu oa 
looking dogs are squatting or standing on their }, 
legs, with watering mouths and terrible anxiety 
their eyes, watching a meat-tray over which a Ce» 
portly-looking dog is keeping ruard, {Lauchter” 
There is a frightful similarity between phy x 
ognomical effects of the animal ravenousness aya 








geed represented in the picture, and the effect 
the same passions upon a human subject. fe 
English poet has well said: . P 


** So, when ‘ dog’s-meat’ reéchoes through the str 
Rush sympathetic dogs trom their retreats, 
Beam with bright blaze their supplicating eyes, 
Sink their hind legs, ascend their joytul cries: 
Each, wild with hope, and maddening to prevail, 
Points the pleased ear and wags the expectant tai 


el 
\ 


Well, there was something of that sort se 
Massachusetts. The pottage was savory, Esq 
was hungry, and the birthright and all w, 
[Laughter.] What, then, is the state of the eg 
Why, that these twenty-six thousand voters, 
centrating their resentment, and levelling their jn. 
itation thunderbolts at one grey, ve head 
making that their chief and leading ¢ bjec t, an r 

sacrificing every principlefor the purpose of vent 
their rave on that great man, have anideeied. | y 
moves on the political chess-board, in causine ; 
surface expression of a state of sentimeni vastly 
different from the state of sentiment which actually 
exists in Massachusetts. Why this rage against 
the Secretary of State? Because they choose to 
say that he has been false to the North. 
subjec t, 


U — that 
on some proper occasion, and on some 
early occasion, I shall have something to say. | 
is not now the time to speak of his course of policy, 
My object is ace omplished at this time in — r 
out why it was that my colleague Sitce 0 
his course in relation to this matter would | 
garded with suspicion by the House. For wha t 
Mr. Webster has suffered—if he has suffered a: \y- 
thing—I do not suggest that he has any 
claim any sec tion of country, ve I Sn iat th k 
myself, that he was influenc ed in his course 
recard to one section more than seater 

What he did, whether right or not in all its de- 
tails, was, in my judgment, the fruit and result of 
the intense, glowing, passionate né ationality which 
is engrained in the man, and which would lead 
him, I think, to endeavor, at whatever personal 
cost, to do equal and exact justice, under the Co 
stitution, to every section; and perhaps it may be 
truly said, that his career, from the abundance of 
his vital fore e, and the pronounced, individual q 
ties of his character, more forcibly than that of any 
other statesman of the time, illustrates the saving, 
that in applying principles to the changing affairs 
of life, the man who is true to his idea must often 
submit to the risk of being deemed inconsistent 
in his measures. 

I cannot tell, Mr. Chairman, how much this 
sort of assault whie h we have heard to-day, is cal- 
culated to injure Mr. Webster. If 1 can judge 
from the experience of the past, from the feeling 
which I see expressed in the faces about me, or 
from the emotions of my own heart, I should say 
not much. However this ms iy be, i comfort my 
self with the thought, that the man dies, but the 
cause lives; whatever he has done, suffered, and 
achieved, will live long after him in the annals and 
glories of his country; as the spreading tree bears 

testimony through its thousand burly arms, 
clothed with the fruits and leaves of a thousand 
rears, to the care which nourished its early growth. 

I believe that, on the whole, though there are 
some matters into which I would have liked to have 
gone more filly, I have touched upon those topics 
which 1 inter ided to have touched when I began 
to address this committee. I have this comfort, 
at least—and it is a comfort not to be forgotten— 
the pleasure of feeling, that, however inaptly, 
however bunglingly or c lumsily [have expres: sed 
the sentiments which 1 have utiered, yet the pulses 
of one hundred thousand men of Massachusetts 
will keep even beat with mine in this matter, and 
that the hearts of the people will more than supply 
any inadequacy of expression on my part. 

Mr. MEADE obtained the floor, but gave way 
to 
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Vr, HOUSTON. |! 


oe : 


CLINGMAN ; 


» now rise. 


tion was acreed 


e dt 


j e mot 
mi» committee accordin 
i 

resumed 


re 


to. 
gly rose, ant 


THE CONGRESSIONA L GLOBE. 


Ww an oinied chat dies com- 


i the Speaker 


the chair, the Chairman [Mr. 
forted that the Cormittee of the W hole 
cate of the Union had had under consider- 


tate of the Union generally, and partic- 


ysis 


bill No. 46, providing for carrying 


tion in further part the twelfth artic le of 


tre uly 


concluded with Mexico at Guadalupe 


“but had come to no cone lusion thereon. 
I EV ANS moved that the House do now 


‘1 “HOUSTON. 


i c 
hdraw that motion, 


Ke 


he President. 
Vr, EVANS. 


in order 


allow 


I will withdraw the motion. 


THE MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 


to permit the 
ent now lying upor 
d. 


Cries ot 


* « Read it!”’ 


¢ House of Represent 


I 


ask 


» ®y 
ithe S; 


the consent of 
communication 


from 


*¢ Read it rd 
There being no objection, the ets ing commu- 


atives: 


was then read by the Clerk, v 


I appeal to the gentleman to 
to 
to present to the House a communication 


the 


the 
the 


veaker’s table to 


ransmit a report from the Secretary of State, 


ithe documents which accompanied it, upon 


iect of a resolution of the House of Rep- 
ives of yesterday , relative to the Mexican 


ity. MILLARD FILLMORE 


WasnincTon, January 
Several MEMBERS. 

e Secretary of State. 
Mr. ORR. I 


23, 1852. 


bee leave to suggest that these 


Read the documents from 


' jieations will all be published in the Globe 
-morrow merning, so there will be no necessity 
I move that they be re- 
» the Committee of the Whole on the state 
Union, and be printed. 


eir being read now. 


uestion was put, and it was so ordered. 


The following are the documents enclosed in 


message of the Presi 


dent : 


e President of the United States: 

I communicate to you, a resolution which passed 

House of Representatives yesterday, request- 

to transmit to that House ‘eopi es of the 

tes ; dirennel to the Department of State by 

Vlexican Minister, M. Dela Rosa, (on the sub- 
tof the payment of the Mexican indemnity,) 

he months of February and March last; 


er with a statemet 


it of any 


ee 


information in 


mn to the same matter which may have been 
ly communicated to his Department by the 


\lexiean Minister, in regard to the wishes of the 


‘Mexican Government as to the payment of the 


i sd scretion. 


kn 


4 
A 


re 


ay ite undersigned, 


ney here; 


ch it was willing to receive it. 
mary for such requests to be addressed to the 
resident, and for the answer to be left subject to 


opy of Mr. 


99 


It is 


but 


and a statement of the terms upon 


cus- 


The departure from usage in this 
ise was probably the result of accident or haste. 
w no objection to transmitting to the House | 
De la Rosa’s notes, 


[ think it 


rthat it should be done by your authority. 


the notes called for by the 


laid before you; a 


id, also, 


resolution are here- 
in order that the 


ectmay be properly understood, the note of 
tus Department to Mr. De la Rosa, of the 2st of 


ruary last. 


ltis impossible for me to state, even if it were 
er, what conversation took place between Mr. 

De la Rosa and myself on the subject. 
Respectfully submitted, 

DAN L WEBSTER. 


/EPARTMENT OF STATE 


’ 


W ASHINGTON, January 23, 1852. 





Mr. De la Rosa to Mr. 


[ TRANSLATION. ] 
Mexican Lecation, WasnineTon, ) 


as the 


February 


Webster. 


3d, 1851. 


5 


Envoy Extraordinary and 
ister Plenipotentiary of the Republic of Mex- | 
honor of addressing himself to the 
relary of State, for the purpose of making | 


own to him that ‘he has been instructed by his 


Lie 


fact that Mr. 


Forstall 


ernment to inform that of the United States 
Edmund J. 
“vanced a sum of $400,000 to Mexico, which, 


has 


~ 


nialeinns to agreement, must ue seminal in full 
to him when the next installment of the indemnity 
which the United States are paying to Mexico in 
pursuance of the treaty of Guadalupe 
come due. The undersigned incloses herewith to 
the Secretary of State a copy of the note he has 
received from his Government in relation to this 
matter, marked No. 1. The undersigned 
also to inform the Secretary of State, that the 
aforesaid Mr. Forstall has further advanced, on 
the same terms, another sum of $150,000 to the 
Mexican Government, as it is shown by copy No. 
2, and another sum of §100,000, 
from the note marked No. 


shall be- 


bers 


as it 
3, a literal copy of 


appears 


which he incloses to the Secretary of State. And 
although it is stated in the memorandum of this 
last note, that the sum advanced is $200,000, the 


undersigned believes that this amount was insert- 
ed through a mistake, and that the sum advanced 
is only $100,000, as will be shown by the respective 
certificates, which the General Tre: sury of Mexico 
has no doubt given to the party inte rested, 

The undersigned avails himself of this 
tunity to renew to the Secretary of State the 


oppor- 


assur- 
ances of his most distinguished consideration. 
LUIS DE LA ROSA. 
The Hon. Daniet Wesster, &c., &e., &e. 





[TRANSLATION. | 
No. l. 

Department of Interior and Foreign Relations—No. 
132— Four hundred thousand dollars of the indem- 
nity— Duplicate. 

NATIONAL Parace, Mexico, ) 

December 14, 1850. \ 

Ina note dated yester- 

Finances has communicate d 


Most EXCELLENT Sir: 
day, the Minister of 
to me the following: 

‘© Most EXCELLENT His Excellency the 
‘ President has requested that I would write to 
your Excellency, which f have the | f do- 
ing, in order that, conformab ly to the agreement 
contained in the certificate of four hundred thou- 
sand dollars, which has been forwarded to Ed- 
mund J. Forstall, in virtue of the contract en 
tered into by him with the Government on the 
llth instant, in advancing the aforesaid sum, 
that the same would be refunded in full to him, 
on the payment of the next installment of the 
indemnity due from the United States. Your 
Excellenc y will be pleased to apprise that Gov- 
ernment of the fact ace ordingly » per origin: ‘ 
duplicate, triplicate, and quadruplicate. And | 
hereby send acopy of these instructions to your 
Excellency, in order that the orders contained 
therein may be carried out. 

**God and Liberty. LACUNRA. 
‘© To His Excellency the Minister Plenipotentiary 
* of the United States of Mexico in W ashington. 


SIR: 


. 


jwonor ot 


- 


. 


. 


. 


. 


. 


. 


. 


. 


‘ 


‘ 


‘ 





[ TRANSLATION. } 
No 2. 
Department of Interior and Foreign Relations—Du- 
plicate—No. 133, one hundred and fifty thousand 
dollars of the indemnity. 


Nationau Partace, Mexico, ) 
December 20, 1850. 4 
Most SxceLLent Sir: In a note dated the 17th 
instant, the Minister of Finances writes to me 
follows: 
‘¢ Most eExcELLENT Sir: His Excellency the 
‘ President has requested that I would write to 
‘your Excellency, which | have the honor of 
‘doing, in order that, eonformably to the stipu- 
‘ lations contained in the certificate of one hundred 
‘and fifty thousand dollars, which has been for- 
‘warded to Edmund J. Forstall, in virtue of the 
‘contract entered into by him with the Govern- 
‘ment on the 14th instant, in advancing the afore- 
‘said sum, that the same would be refunded in 
‘full to him on the payment of the next install- 
‘ment of theindemnity due from the United States. 
‘ Your Excellency w ill be pleased to apprise that 
‘Government of the fact ace ordingly, per original, 
‘duplicate, triplicate, and que adruplie “ate: and i 
‘have the honor of enclosing a copy of said orders 
‘accordingly, in order that your Excellency may 
‘ be pleased to give that Government notice of the 
* fact. 
** God and liberty. LACUNRA. 
** To His Excellency the Minister Plenipotentiary 


as 


of the Mexican Republic in Washington.” 


[ TRANSLATION. ] 


No A 


Department of Interior and Foreign Relations—No 
134.— Duplicate advance of two hundred thousand 
dollars of the indemnity 

NaTionat Pa gE, Mexico, ? 
December YS. Tsou. \ 

Most EXCELLENT Sir: | note, dated the 
27th of December, his Excell vy the Minister of 
Finances writes to me as follows 

‘Most eEXxceELLenT Sir: His Excellency the 

. President has requested that [| we i make the 

“ present ¢ ymmunieation to y Excelle , in 

‘order that, conformably to t n 

* tained in the certificate f one hundred the na 

‘dollars, which has been forwarded to Edw Pa 

*Forstall, in virtue of the contra entered into by 

‘him with the Government or e 23d instant, in 

‘advancing the aforesaid sum, t tthe ul WW a 

‘be refunded in full to him on the payinet the 

‘next installment of the indemi ity due from the 

* United States. Your Exeelle yw bye en ud 

‘to give that Government proper ice oO ' 

‘per original, duplicate, trip! ate, and qi 

feate. And in order that your Excellency 

*oive said Government the ret red we, | 

‘the honor of transeribing them to you, w 

‘renewed express of my ct de 
* God and liberty. , LACUNRA 

‘* To His Excell ney the Mi ister Pl feniiart 

of the Mexican Repul in Washington 
Mr. de la Rosa to Mr. Webste 
| TRANSLATION 
Mi x AN Lt ATI / 
W asnincron, February 17, 185) \ 

The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary ¢ 
Minister Ple nipotentiary of the Rem of Mex 
ico, has the honor of addressing himself to the 
honorable Secretary of State of the | ited Sta 
for the purpose of informing him that 
regret he finds himself compelled to occupy 
more the attention of the said Secretary 
subject of certain drafts which ha re! i 
by the Mexican Government upon that of a 
United states, This subject 1s col ted v ithe 
contract of Mr. Marks with th ty mie f 
the fndersiened, for raising funds upon the mort 

we of the indemnity which the | d States a 
paying to Mexico. 

The official communication w mh the inde 
signed has just received from the aforesaid M 
Marks, in which he speaks of a claim for dem 
nifieation, which he believes hi elf entitled to 
present aguunst Mexico, and the duty w a 
volves on the undersiened, toavoid the prevention 
of such claim, bave reduced him é 4 
of treating once more with the S ry of State 
on this disagreeable subject. 

With this object in view, the unde i thinks 


it proper certain facts in this official 


note: 


to imbody 


sefore being made acquainted with the fact that 


the Secretary of State had made a contract for the 
payment of the funds of the indemnity, the Mex 
ean Government had, on its part, entered to 
another contract with D. Isaac D. Marks, : ive 
to the same payment, and had directed thi cle 
signed to endeavor to pracure from the Gover: 
ment of the United States the acceptance of 


drafts which had been remitted, for the payment 


of said indemnity, which payments were to take 
place at the various times stipulated to that ef t 
in the treaty of peace 

The undersigned had becun to negotiate ver- 
bally with the Secretary of State for the aecept- 
ance of said drafts when he received a note from 


his Government, in which he was told that in case 
the Secretary of State should already have been 
compromised in favor of any contra t, not to offer 
any opposition on the part of this le ration to any 
arrangement which the Secretary of State might 
have made—not at least in such a manner as to 
vive any er yuund of offence by such opposition- 

but to persist in the mode which he thought most 


nrudent in asking for the acceptance of 
as this would be very agreeable to the intere 
Mexico. The undersigned then spoke again to 
the Secretary of State about the importauce whieh 


of the 


the drafts, 


sts ot 


his Government placed upon the ac 
drafts, and endeavored to convince him of the fact 
that the interests of the United States would not 
suffer on account of this acceptance. 


eentance 
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The undersigned re anhaiheeds that in hal inter- 
views something was said—the connection of 
things rendering such allusions indispensable— 
about the contract with Mr. Marks; but the un- 
dersigned did not persist in going very deeply into 


this matter, for he did not deem it necessary, at | 


any time, to make known the object of the Mexi- 
can Government for desiring the acceptance of the 
drafts. 

W hile this was passing 
the undersigned 
lieve that this legation must have received certain 
communications from the Mexican Government, 
of which the Department of State ought to have 
been informed, ‘The undersigned merely remarked, 
he had not received the communications al- 
luded to, but that as soon as they reached him the 
Secretary of State should be made acquainted with 
their contents. On the following day he received 
from Messrs. Corcoran & Riggs a duplicate of the 
communications referred to. The undersigned 

gave to the Secretary of State a literal copy of the 
same As these communications do not inform 
the undersigned that the Government of Mexico 
had annulled the contract which it had made with 
Mr. Marks, nor direct him positively to desist 
from negotiating the acceptance of the drafts, he 
was compelled to believe, and he still believes, that 
although the Government of Mexico thinks it a 
difficult matter for Marks to carry his contract into 
operation, it does not consider it as annulled, and 
is always disposed to fulfill the same, as far as 
practicable, in the same good faith with which it 
stipulated it from the beginning. 

The undersigned may have forgotten some of 
the circumstances which may have transpired 
during his interviews with the Secretary of State; 
he believes, however, that he has herein laid down 
all the most important facts that have occurred up 
to the day when the Senate of the United States 
received the information communicated through 
the Secretary of State 

The undersigned begs to inclose a copy of Mr. 
Marks’s official communication. From it the 
Secretary of State will perceive that a very heay y 
claim may probably be brought against Mexico; 
and although, up to the present moment, said claim 
would be unfounded, yet it might assume the ap- 
pearance of a just claim, if, by his silence on this 
asion, the Mexican Minister were to induce 
belief that he had in any way opposed the suc- 
Mr. Marks’s proceedings, before 
the Senate of the United States, with a view of car- 
rying | into effect. It is not the prov- 
ince of the undersigned to pass any Opimion upon 


, the Secretary of State 


said to 


hat 


occ 
the 


cessful issue of 


us contract 


Mr. Marks’s pretensions; it behooves not him 
either to support or oppose them before the 
Senate, 


As it was Mr. Marks, and not the Government 


, that he had reason to be- | 


f Mexico, who assumed the re sponsibility of pro- | 


curing 


the acceptance of the drafts on the part of | 


the Government of the United States, and as the | 


undersigned has moreover received, on this day, 
fresh instructions from his Government, dated De- 
cember 30th, in which he is directed not to press 
the acceptance of the drafts if, in his opinion, the 
abandonment of that object should be necessary in 
order to preserve the relations of friendship and 

good understanding which happily exist between 
Mi xico and the United States, the undersigned 
desists entirely from pursuing ‘said 
any further. 

‘The undersigned avails himself of this opportu- 
nity to renew to the Secret: ry of State the assur- 
ances of his most distinguished consideration. 

LUIS DE LA ROSA. 
The Hon, Daniret Wessren, &c., &e. 


negotiations 





To H. E. Don Luts De va Rosa, 
E. E. and M. P. of the Mexican Republic: 
Mosr eExcevvent Str: | have had the henor to 
transmit to your Excellency a copy of the reply 
of Mr. Webster to the resolution of inquiry of the 
Senate, calling upon the President for all the in- 
formation communicated by your Excellency in 
relation to the drafts drawn by the Mexican Gov- 
ernment on the Treasury of the United States 
under the contract made with me by that Gov ern- 
me nt, and the wishes of the Mexican Government 
in relation thereto. Your Excellency informed me 
by your note of the 30th ultimo, that you had had 
several conferences with Mr. Webster in rela- 


United Stat States to Mr. Webste “x for the information, 
which you had communicated to him in relation to 
this subject. 

Your Excellency will sec that Mr. Webster, in 
his reply to the resolution of inquiry, based on 
your said note to me of the 30th ultimo, has said 
that your Excellency has made no communication 
to the Department of State on the subject of the 
said drafts or contract. I have, therefore, to re- 
quest that your Excellency will at once present 
the drafts for acce ptance ,and communicate to this 
Government the wishes of your Government in 
this matter, or that you will inform me of the sub- 
stance of the conference which you have had with 
Mr. Webster in relation thereto. 

I have again to inform your Excellency that all 
that is necessary to obtain the acceptance of the 
drafis, is that your Excellency will communicate 
the wishes of your Government, and that if such 
notice is not given and the drafts not presented by 
you officially, [ will sustain great loss and injury, 


for which the Mexican Government will be bound | 


in good faith to indemnify me. 
1 have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant, I. D. MARKS. 
W asHincTon, February 17, 1851. 





Mr. Webster to Mr. de la Rosa. 


DEPARTMENT OF Strate, ) 

W asnineton, February 21,1851.  § 
The undersigned, Secretary of State of the 
United States, has the honor to acknowledge the 
receipt of the note of the 17th instant, addressed 
to him by Mr. De la Rosa, Envoy Extraordinary 
and Minister Plenipotentiary of the Mexican Re- 
public. That communication appears to have 
been suggested by what Mr. 


| Guadalupe Hidalgo authorizing the 


| United States, or authorizing that Dep 


De la Rosa calls in- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


declined to have any agency in gratifyiy 
| la Rosa’s wish. 
dersigned was actuated by the conside ratios 






Ji 
_—_— an. 23, 


ig 


In adopting this course Mr D 


» the y 

18, thas 
he could find no stipulation in the tre yo 
at 


Mex 


Government to draw bills on the Tre; asury 9 
artment 
accept or to pay them. It seemed to him th ut 
relative rights and duties of the two Govern, 

in regard to the indemnity due under that tres, 
and the mode of paying it, were well defi - 
the treaty itself; that if Mexic 20 desired a chano 
in that respect, she was bound to ask for jy ;,. 
proper manner through her accredited of ir ; 
that such a proceeding as that proposed, 


imply either, that an alteration in the treat y | had 


already been made, by competent authority 
that it was in the power of the Executive bys, 
of this Government to make such alteration a should 
that be the wish of Mexico. All this appeared ty 
the undersigned to be objectionable and ind, 
sible; and Mr. De la Rosa will also hardly fail 
recollect, that the undersigned, soon after he 
came ¢ harge d with the duties of this De parime; 
informed him that he could not entertain any prot 
osition from Mexico, to change the mode of » 
ment of the indemnities, as it stood in the ty 
Mr. De la Rosa may be assured that, so far as 
any citizen of the U nited States may be concerned. 


Nay . 


| the anxiety which he expresses lest the omiss; 
| to accept the drafts adverted to may give rise 


claim against the Mexican Government which {} 
Government will urge, is quite unfounded, 


The : 


| Government of the United States is not in the 


formation communicated to the Senate of the || 
United States by the undersigned. This Depart- 
ment has communicated no such information. 


The Senate, bya resolution of the 10th instant, 


requested from the President all the information 


communicated to him by Mr. De la Rosa relative 


to certain drafts drawn by the Mexican Govern- | 


ment on the Treasury of the United States. It is 
presumed that in adopting this resolution, the 
Senate was led to suppose that the President might 
have such information, and had that been the case, 
the request would probably have been complied 
with. But as the President had received no such 
information from Mr. 
resolution to this Department, with directions to 
the undersigned to report thereon. The under- 
signed reported accordingly, that no information, 
such as the resolution called for, was in this De- 
partment. The President transmitted this report 
to the Senate, with a message to that body. 

The unde signed flattered himself, that after the 
expression of the sentiments of this Government, 
contained in the noteof Mr. Buchanan to Mr. De 
la Rosa, of the 15th February, 1849, Mr. De la 
Rosa would have abstained from making a mes- 
sage of the President to either House of Congress, 
a subject of diplomatic representation. He has, 
however, thought proper to adopt a different 
course, and although the undersigned, for the 
reasons mentioned by Mr. Buchanan, might, 
without disrespect of the Mexican Government, 
decline to enter into a discussion of such a topic . 
he is willing, upon the present occasion, to waive 
any appeal to forms, lest his silence might lead to 
the inference that there is something substantial in 
Mr. De la Rosa’s note, which requires an explana- 
tion or reply, such as cannot be satisfactorily 
given. That note is principally occupied with a 
statement of oral communications made to the 
undersigned by Mr. De la Rosa, relative to drafts 
of the Mexican Government upon the Treasury 
of the United States. The undersigned will not 
deny that that statement may be substantially 
correct. As he has preserved no memorandum 
of the conferences, he is willing to impute any in- 
accuracies to the fact, that Mr. De la Rosa spoke 
to him through an interpreter. The undersigned, 
however, is confident that Mr. De la Rosa. said 
nothing respecting a contract between the Mexi- 
can Government and any individual, and he is 


| pleased to see that Mr. De la Rosa himself is 


doubtful upon this point. Mr. De la Rosa’s pur- 
‘a seemed to be to bring about an acceptance 
DY this Government of the drafts referred to. 
The transaction thus sought to be effected, seemed 


tion to my contract, and referred the Senate of the || to the undersigned so irregular, that he promptly || 


De la Rosa, he referred the | 


| communicated to 


habit of prosecuting claims against foreign Goy- 
ernments founded on contracts. It has hither 
experienced, and continues to experience, sufh- 
cient difficulties in obtaining reparation from some 
of those Governments for claims of another de- 
scription. If it should ever deviate from this 
polic Y>. it will carefully scrutinize any contract { 
which its protection may be invoked. If it sha! 
then find that the parties to such a contract had 
no authority to enter into it, or that its subje tor 
the circumstances connected with it were such as 
it could not approve, any foreign Govern nent 
which might be charged with delinque ney, need 
not apprehend any advoc acy of such a claim on 
the part of this Government. 

The undersigned is gratified to notice that Mr. 
De la Rosa concludes his note with an expression 
of an intention not to pursue the sul)j ject further. 
The undersigned has no doubt of the wisdom aud 
propriety of this determination. 

DANIEL WEBSTER. 

To Sefior Don Luis pe La Rosa, &e., Ke. 





[ TRANSLATION. } 

Mexican Leaation, } 

Wasuineton, February 24, 1851.) 
The undersigned, Envoy Extraor rdinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the Republic of Mex- 
ico, has the honor of addressing himself to the 
Secretary of State, for the purpose of apprising 
him that he has received his note of the 2lst in- 
stant, relative to some information which has been 
the Congress of the Un ted 
States, concerning the drafts on the Treasury of 
the United States, which the Government 0 
Mexico had purposed to remit for the sapeioas of ol 

the indemnity. 

The undersigned was extremely solic itous that 


| the aforesaid note of the Secretary of State had 
been of a character to put an end to all the dis- 


| tion alluded to, had occasioned. 


agreeable misunderstandings which the informa- 
But, such not 


| being the case, the undersigned finds himself un 


der the necessity of addressing some remarks 01 
the subject, to the Secretary of State. 
The Secretary of State lays it downas a 
ole, thata message addressed to one of the Hous 
by his Excellenc y the President of the Unit 


prinet 


Z 


| States, cannot be made the subject of diploma 


communications. The undersigned regrets the 
he cannot agree with the Secretary of State in th 
mode of thinking. 

The Secretary of State says, that he is certall 


| that the undersigned made no mention, at the con - 
| ferences held between them, of a contract m: ade 


by the Mexican Government with a 
vidual, for the advancement of func 
gaging the indemnity. The undersigned is sure : 
having spoken on that subject, and, being unwi- 
ling to trust to his own memory alone, he has 


™ ate indi- 


by mort- 
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1852. 
oO 
. ned two persons connected with this lega- 
~ on the subject, who were present at those in- 
: 1e capacity of interpreters. It is not 
the Secretary of State should have 
tren What was said incidentally in regard to 
‘ ster: first, because it was not the princi- 
a tof the interview; secondly, because his 
“in was very little drawn to this point; 
i. owing to the grave and multitudinous 
ce which occupy his mind; and, finally, be- 
“no memorandum was made of what took 
» at the interviews, 4 
rhe undersigned might, perhaps, feel it to be 
pis duty to say something in regard to other 
‘s, touched upon in the aforesaid note of the 


esu 


views ul 
re that 


j 


ee a 
Z 


k etary of state. He abstains doing so, because 
Qorrel ; 7 ; 
 vedience to the promptings of his own feelings 
. «the instructions he has received from his 
( vernment on this subject, he desires to make 
el - é 

‘e as concise as possible, lest any phrase or 
tus note < . 


-oeeion might be misunderstood, and, there- 
a seein offensive to the Secretary of State. 
he undersigned renews to the Secretary of 
care the assurances of his most distinguished 
: sideration. LUIS DE LA ROSA. 


Hon. Danie, WessTER, Xc., &c., &e. 


{ 
1 





[ TRANSLATION. | 
Mr. De la Rosa to Mr. Webster. 

Mexican LeGation tn THE Untrep States, } 

Wasuineton, March 8th, 1551. 4 
The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the Republic of Mex- 
ico, has the honor of addressing himself to the 
Secretary of State of the United States, informing 
that he has been requested by his Govern- 


ment toapprise the Government of this Republic, 
that Mr. Edmund J. Forstall has advanced the 


sum of two hundred and twenty thousand dollars 
to Mexico, which must be reimbursed to him out 
of the next installment due by the United States 
to Mexico, agreeably to the treaty of Guadalupe. 
The undersigned begs to inclose to the Secretary 
of State the accompanying copy of the note of his 
Government in relation to this matter; and he 
avails himself of this opportunity to renew to him 
the assurances of his most distinguished consider- 
ation. LUIS DE LA ROSA. 
To the Hon. Dante, WesstTer, &c., &c., &e. 





[ TRANSLATION. } 
Department of Interior and Foreign Relations of the 
Republic of Mexico.—No. 12.—Two hundred and 


j 


twenty thousand dollars of the indemnity. 
NATIONAL PALacg, ) 
Mexico, February 8th, 1851. § 
Most EXCELLENT Str: In a note, dated the 4th 
ut, his Excellency the Minister of Finances 
municates to me what follows: 

“Most exceLLent Sir: His Excellency the 
‘President has directed me to address this com- 
‘munication to your Excellency, in order that, 
‘conformably to the certificate for two hundred 
‘and twenty thousand dollars, ($220,000,) which 
‘has been forwarded to D. Edmund J. Forstall, 
‘which sum he has paid into the General Treas- 
‘ury, agreeably to a contract made by him on this 
‘day, and which is to be reimbursed to him out 
‘of the next installment of the indemnity due from 
‘the United States. You will please to apprise 
‘tat Government of the fact accordingly, per 
; rineipal , duplicate, triplicate, and quadruplicate. 
‘And | inclose a copy of the same to your Excel- 
‘Vy, in order that you may do as requested. 

by, rod and liberty. YANES. 
“To His Excellency the Minister Plenipotentiary 
of the Republic of Mexico, in Washington.”’ 


motion, the House then adjourned till twelve 
\0CK to-morrow, 


1s 


On 
th 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


mt LANE gave notice of his intention to introduce a bill 
i¢ relief of George Abernethy, of Oregon Territory. 


Mr 


PETITIONS, &e. 


,_,/¢ following memorials, petitions, &c., were presented 
~ er the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 
i? Mr. McDONALD: The petition of Peter Grover of 
, Praying forcompensation for injuries received, by 
“im while in the employment of the United States. 


at, the petition of —— Stillman and others, citizens of 
“ne, asking an appropriation for the erection of a buoy 


the completion of a beacon at the entrance of Ports- 


mouth harbor. 


by Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of Messrs. Hayes 





- 


to what that legislation shall be. 


& Smith, of Philadelphia, asking to have refunded to them 
a sum of money paid to the Government. 

Also, the memorial of John West and other citizens of 
Pennsylvania, asking for the passage of a law granting aid 
to those who suffered in the war ot 1812. 

By Mr. EASTMAN: The petition of John Cummings, 
for compensation for extra services at Fort Crawford. 

By Mr. BOWNE: The memorial of C. Callaghan and 
others, praying Congress to purchase the Spanish ——— 
received by the United States from Spain under the Con- 
vention of 1834. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, January 24, 1852. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 


The Journal was read and approved. 


BOUNTY LAND BILL. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 
what is the first business in order? 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees for 
reports. 

ASSIGNABILITY OF LAND WARRANTS. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does not the report of the 
select committee on the bill relative to the assign- 
ability of bounty land warrants come up in order 
this morning? 

The SPEAKER. That is the unfinished busi- 
ness for the morning hour. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will withdraw the demand 
for the previous question, which is the pending 
motion on that question, fora moment. Itis very 
clear to my mind, from the discussion which this 
bill has elicited, and { suppose it must be clear to 
the mind of every gentleman upon this floor, that 
some legislation upon this subject is absolutely 
necessary. But gentlemen differ very widely as 
There is a bill 
upon your table upon the same subject from the 
Senate. [have withdrawn the demand for the pre- 
vious question, in order that | may ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take up the Senate 
bill and refer it, in connection with this, to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and to make them the special order for some day. 


Prayer 


| Gentlemen admit the necessity of the passage of 
| some bill of this description, but differ as to what 


| shall be adopted. I 


therefore desire that both 


| these bills shall be referred to the Committee ef 


the Whole on the state of the Union to be per- 
fected, in order that some bill may be passed as 
soon as possible. 

Mr. TUCK. Some days ago I gave notice that 
I would make a motion to lay that bill upon the 
table. But I do not propose to make that motion 
now; I am willing to facilitate this business as 
much as any one. I have no objections to this 
bill being taken up in connection with the Senate 
bill, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; but I shall object to the 
two bills being made the special order for any day, 
for the reason that there is no more urgent neces- 


| sity for action in this House upon this bill, than 


upon any one of the fifty others which will have 
to come up in their regular order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I move to take up the 
Senate bill for the transfer of bounty land war- 
rants, and that it be referred, in connection with 
the bill now under consideration, to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union; and 
upon which motion I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Imovethatthe rules be sus- 

ended, and that the House do now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| Union. 


A Voice. Let us first dispose of these bills. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will not press my motion 
if the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Harris} 
wishes to first dispose of these bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not object. I only wish 
to make the motion that these bills be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and then let it lie over. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I insist upon my mo- 
tion. 

Mr. TUCK. If the gentleman will not insist 
upon the bills being made a special order, I will 


not object to its being taken up. 


Mr. HARRIS. Well, I will not insist on it. 
MEXICAN INDEMNITY. 
The question was then taken on the motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and agreed to. 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, in the chair.) 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the committee 
take up House bill No. 46; which motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill to prov ide for the carry- 
ing into execution, In further the twelfth 
article of the treaty with Mexico, concluded in 
Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the pending ques- 
tion was on the amendment of the ge 
California [Mr. Marsnaur] 
the gentleman from Tennessee, 


part, 


nuieman trom 
to the amendment of 


Mr 


Jounson,] 


and that the gentleman from Virginia |Mr. Means | 
was entitled to the floor. 
Mr. MEADE. I desire that the Clerk shall 


read the amendments. 

The amendment of Mr. Jounson, of Tennessee, 
was read as follows: 

** And that said sum be paid over to the proper authori 


ties of Mexico by the Secretary of the Treasury of we 
United States under the supervision of the President.” 
The amendment of Mr. Marsnaut, of Califor- 


nia, to the amendment was read as follows: 


‘* Provided, Thatthe President may cause the payment 
to be made at such time and in such manner as will be most 
acceptable to the Government of Mexico.”’ 


Mr. MEADE, Mr. Chairman, the discussion 
has been diverted very widely from the subject 
legitimately before the committee. My object in 
rising 1s to say a few words upon the amendment 
now pending. 
exactly. 


That amendment does not suit me 
lL should like to have it remoddled; but 
the question now betore the committee is the pro- 
priety of adopting that amendment. 

Heretofore the practice of the House has been 
simply to make an appropriation, leaving it to the 
discretion of the Executive to discharge its duties 
in making the payments and in disbursing the 
money. That course is one which comes recom 
mended to us, not only by the universal practice 
of the House, but also by that courtesy which 
should always exist between this body and the 
Executive of the United States, whether the ma- 
jority of this body and the Executive belong to 
the same political party or not. 


, 


j And some reason 
should be given for departing from that practice 
in this instance. In doing this, we must necessa- 
rily advert to previous action of the Executive, 
in connection with this matter, for upon that de 
pends the propriety of our departing from the gen- 
eral rule in this instance. But I must take 
Sion to say, that no censure whatsoever can be 
attached to the manner in which the Committee of 
Ways and Means discharged its duty in the last 
Congress in reference to this Mexican indemnity. 
1 think it would be highly improper for the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to re port any appro- 


occa 


priation bill like this, contaimmeg any restrictions 
upon the Execuuve, or any directions by which 
it is to be governed; because it implies that the 
Executive will not discharge its proper functions. 
For that reason, the Committee of Ways and 
Means did right heretofore in simply appropri- 
ating the necessary amount of money. The Ex- 
ecutive, however, is responsible to this House and 
to the nation for the manner in which its duties 
are performed. If we disapprove the course of 
the Executive, we may then very properly direct 
it in reference to matters of a kindred nature. 

This bill makes an appropriation of $3,180,000 
for the payment of the last installment of the Mex- 
ican indemnity; and the question is, ‘* How has 
the Executive discharged its duty in relation to the 
payment of previous installments ?”’ I hold that 
nations, like individuals, are bound by the same 
principles of philanthropy and of morality, and 
when they can confer a benefit upon another with- 
out injuring themselves, they should do so. And 
as the man who should act upon any other prineci- 
ple, deserves to be expelled from the society of men 
and sent out with the brand of Cain upon his fore- 
head, so should a nation be treated sinning in the 
same way. Whenevera nation can confer a ben- 
efit upon its neighbor without injury to itself, it is 
bound to doit. And that nation must be held re- 
sponsible to God and man for the omission of that 
duty. 

At the time when the payment of the last install- 
ment became due to Mexico, there were at least 
two bidders before our Government for the privi- 

| lege of making that payment. The Barings & 
|| Brothers, and their associates, were one; and the 
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Mexican Government, by its agent here, was an- 


other. If we gave the contract to the 3arings 
and their associates, security was necessary. If 
we gave it to the Mexican Government, no secu- 


"rity was necessary, because Mexico then became 
her own paymaster. ‘There were two bids before 
the Executive. Though we are not officially in- 
formed, that factis sufficiently authenticated for us 
to assume it to be true. At the time when the last | 
appropriation was made, there was an offer pend- 
ing upon the part of Mexico, to,pay our Govern- 
ment four and a half per cent. for the privilege of 
paying herself. At the same time the Barings 
and their associates offered to pay three anda half 
per cent, for the same privilege. If we consulted 
our own interest, of course we should select the 
one by which we made the additional one per cent. 
if we were to regard the feelings and wishes of 
Viexico, we would, for that reason, have acceded 
to her proposition. Mexico was then prostrated, 
as it were, bya blow given by ourselves. She was 
ble from wounds we had inflicted. These 
considerations were powerful appeals to our gen- 
erosity and feelings of good neighborhood, to con- 
fer upon her the benefits she desired. 

Of course profits were to be made from these 
else there would have been no bidders, 
the question was, whether we should secure 

profits to Mexico, or give them to foreign 
bankers and capitalists? Now, I cannot concur 
ventieman from Ohio, [Mr. Epcerron,| 
who spoke yesterday, upon the subject of these | 
They are, like politicians, necessary 


din: 


contracts, 
| 


mand 


these 
with the 


Haikers 
i! ‘he commerce of nations cannot be carried 
without They must, however, 
watched like politicans, and the only thing ne- 
ssary for us to do, is to see that they do not 


Ol Liem. be 


AUUSE 


their power and influence. 1 do not com- 
plain of the Executive for employing them as 
vents. Ll have nothing to object to on that score. 


But Lassume, Mr, Chairman, that it was the duty 
the President of the United States, upon the 
mere application of Mexico, to have acceded to 
their’ wishes, especially when she comes with a 
onus of one per cent. over every other bidder. 
if that had been the only consideration, the wishes 
of Mexico should have been regarded. But, in- 
dependent of that, we are informed, upon authority 
sullicieutly stroug, that there had been a previous 
informal arrangement made by the administration 
of General ‘Taylor to comply with the wishes of 
Mexico by accepting her drafts. Now, it is not 
my purpose, by any means, to charge Mr. Web- 
ster, or any other funetionar y of this Government, 


ot 


with corruption, In consequence of his failure to 
earry out the understanding which existed between 


a 


the Minister of Mexico and the previous Admin- | 


stration. It is not my purpose to search into the 
of arraign motives, unless | 
clearly establish them as bad. I take the transac- 
tion asl find it. The complaint I make of the 
Adwinistration and of the Secretary, regards po- 


litical errors alone. 


I 
j “tc . 
Heartys men, or can 


I do not pretend to examine 
into its moral delinquencies. Taking it for granted, 
that the hands of the Administration are washed 
of all corruption, still | must condemn its conduct 
towards Mexico. It should call down the censure 
of the House, and that censure must be expressed 
by restricting it, (contrary to the custom,) as to 
the mode of paying this last installment. The 
administration of General Taylor was fully aware 
ot the distressed condition of Me xico; that she was 
desirous of anticipating the funds to be paid 
short time, by this Government. 


,ina 
Wee had failed, 
to acertain extent, to discharge our obligations 
towards that country, and the difficulties she then 
labored under were increased by such failure upon 
our part. Wehad undertaken to defend her from 
the Indians upon her frontiers. We had failed to 
Henee greater obligations rested upon us 
to make the payment as soon as possible, and ac- 
cording to her desires. In consequence of the in- 
formal understanding of the Administration with 
the Government of Mexico, in relation to the an- 
ticipation of these funds, Mexico called her Con- 
gress together, for the express purpose of giving 
that authority to the transaction which shesupposed 
the Government of this country would require. 
1 understand it is a matter of history. 
to be corrected if | am wrong. Congress did as- 

semble, and give the necessary authority; and in 

pursuance of it, the Government of Mexico had 

made a very important and beneficial arrangement 

with her creditors, by which five millions of the | 


} . 
uo so. 


I hope | 


sum we owed her was to be paid over to a class | 
of creditors who agreed to take it, not only in sat- | 
isfaction of that much of their debt, but of many | 
millions more, and to reduce upon that account the 
rate of interest upon theirdebt. Here was another 
reason why the Administration succeeding that of 
General Taylor, ought to have regarded the wishes 
of Mexico as a solemn duty upon their part. Re- | 
rardless, however, of the great injury which would 
result to Mexico from a failure to comply with this 
understanding with General ‘Taylor’s Cabinet; re- | 
gardless of the fact that all the arrangements that | 
had been entered into by Mexico with her credi- | 
tors, (by which she removed from her shoulders 

an immense amount of debt,) would be defeated; 


rerardless of the fact that she had offered a higher | 
bid for this contract to pay this indemnity to | 
herself, than any other person,—our Secretary | 


of State undertook to change the arrangement, 
and put Mexico to the inconvenience and loss of 
negotiating drafts, it may be, at heavy discount, 
instead of at once assuring that Government, at 
the death of General Taylor, that the understand- 
ing which had taken place between it and the 
previous Administration would be carried out. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, what apology is given for 
this act? I understand from the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the last 
Congress, that this thing could not have been done 
but by an alteration in the treaty. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. “I was not listen- | 
ing, at the moment, to the remarks, of my col- | 
eague, but a friend has told me that my col- | 


league has stated that the Mexican Congress 
had been convened, and had agreed to this ar- 
ranzement. Now, the statement of Mr. Green 
is, as I understand it, that they were convened to 
agree upon an arrangement with their creditors. 
And I desired, at the last Congress, that if there 
was any official information, that the Mexican 
Congress had sanctioned such a course, to have 
it printed. 
and I therefore take it for granted that it is not so. 


If the fact is so, we have no official information of | 


it; and if it be so, it would have been easy to have 
furnished the information. 

Mr. MEADE. Mr. Chairman, I took it for 
granted that the Mexican Congress had taken 
some action upon this subject, because it had not 
been denied, though it had been stated, and it was 
an important fact. But, however, suppose it had 
not—tor I do not choose to contest a matter of fact 
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made, 


thousands of 


choose between conferring that f, 
ers in London and the Governm 
why should we hesitate to give 
| Feelings of amity and courtesy, whic 
ways exist between nations—the dire, mete, 
rity and safety of the transaction, 
from all risk of bankruptey of 
consideration, conspired to favor t} 
Mexico. Besides, the moral obligation 
which General Taylor’s administration had ») 
us, in regard to this payment to Mexico, pe, 
us to do itin the way she desired, ie, 
not choose to discuss the relative adya, 
Mexico of this or that mode of payment. { 


it 


a question is entirely foreign to the subject 
question I choose to discuss is the failure, on 
part of our Government, to comply with the » 
sonable requests of a neighboring and fries 
power, though, in the first instance, 


‘VOr upon hank 
ent of Mey;, 


contractors, - 


Jan, 24 


to the lan. 
h Should 
‘INess, gs 


the freed 


ey ry 


1€ Wishes 


Now, | 


itares 1 


3 10rs 


Phe 

- "as 
trietidly 
Intorma 7 


We not only refused to comply with 
reasonable a but we absolutely sacris 
dollars by preferring the bankers 


It was intimated, the other day, in debat; 


the honorable gentleman from New York. (\\; 
sROOKS,] that we also had failed to do our q 


Mr 


| In not putting up this contract to the hiches: 


I have never been furnished with it, | 


in relation to this matter—suppose it had not, the | 


excuse rendered by the Administration for not 
complying with the wishes of Mexico is, that it 
would be a departure from the treaty. 
these propositions were made to the Secretary of 
State by the Mexican Minister, there was time 
then for the Mexican Government to have acceded 


When | 


to any condition that may have been prescribed | 


by our Government. 


And the question at last is 


the same, why did our Government refuse to ac- | 


cede to the wishes of Mexico? If an alteration 
of the treaty in this respect was necessary to be 
obtained from the Government of Mexico, that 
fact could have been intimated by the Secretary of 
State, and the condition forthwith obtained from 
her. Mexico was too deeply interested in the 
present receipt of that money to have failed to do 
anything aad everything which was required by 


our Government preparatory to the receipt of these | 


funds. She would have called her Congress to- 
gether, and obtained their express consent to a 
change of the terms of this treaty, so as to enable 
her to receive this money in the city of Washing- 
ton or New York. It was well known that this 
change of place of payment would have been ben- 
eficial to Mexico, otherwise she would not have 
asked the favor. 


We well know the difference of exchange be- || 


tween the city of Mexico and the city of London, 
between that place and this, and between New 
York and London, and that a bill negotiated from 
Mexico to New York, and then from New York 
to London, would bring a lower price than one 
negotiated from Mexico direct to London. Hence 
the object of Mexico was to obtain its funds in the 
city of New York. 
in the city of New York were worth about six 
per cent. more than they were worth in the ay 
of Mexico. Then, why not have given that ad- 
vantage of exchange to the Government of Mexi- 
co instea'l of securing them tothe Barings? Cer- 
tainly some profits were to be made. We had to 





My colleague says the funds | 





, and unwieldy body. 


der. 


J admit, Mr. Chairman, that this } 
has failed to discharge its duties, not only iy ; 


&e 


particular, but in others, which [ shall name. I 
should be opposed to the proposition suggested by 
the gentleman from New York, because | sh 

be unwilling to put up at public auction the ye. 


cessities of Mexico. I should be unwilling to} 


paraded before the world her difficulties and dis. 
tresses, With a view of striking them off at, 


tion to the highest bidder. 


It had, however, this 


merit, she would have been probably the bes: 
der. Mr. Chairman,something more was due{ 


us to Mexico, than simple justice. 


y Ou W 


member the war with Mexico was branded by the 


party now in power, as one of plunder and robbery 
Now, sir, if that were sincerely their opinio: 
then every consideration of justice, of morality 
and of magnanimity, required them to seize eye: 
opportunity to repair the injury they believed th 
' country had inflicted. Mr. Chairman, this House 


y 


has not discharged its duties in respect to Mexico, 


Informed, as we were, of her necessities, weo 


to have offered. two years ago, to pay the whol 


indemnity. 


We had at that time millions in 


treasury lying idle and unprofitable, and we had 
already authorized the Executive to go into 
market with our surplus funds, for the purpos: 
buying up certificates of the United States «: 
redeemable fifteen or twenty years hence. While 
we were purchasing those stocks at a premium of 
fourteen or fifteen per cent., there was her 
creditor, with millions due him in a year or 89, 
carrying interest at six per cent., willing and anx- 
ious to anticipate his debt, and would have give 
a discount of four and a half, and probably more, 


for the prepayment. 


Thus, by selecting the debt 


of Mexico, amounting to six millions, as the one! 
be first paid, we would havesaved the intermediate 
interest which we have lost, but also the fourtee! 
or fifteen per cent. paid to the holders of stock 


having fifteen or twenty years to run. 


While | 


say that this House is certainly to blame for no! 


discharging its duty in that particular, it 1s, | 
ever, not without the excuse that they are a large 
Members come here with 


W- 


their minds directed to some particular act of legis- 


lation. 
ure. 


Zach devotes himself to his favorite meas- 
It was necessary that their minds should 


| called to the sp and let me ask, whose duty 


| to give information to Congress of the state 


was it to direct t 


1em to the point? 


[A message was here received from the Sena’, 
by Assury Dickins, Esq., their Secretary, |! 
forming the House that they had passed bills! 
the House of the following titles, viz: 


H. R. 30. 


Woolen Company. 
H. R. 50. An act for the relief of Edward Ever 
ett, late a sergeant in the United States Army. 
And also, that the President had notified the 
Senate that he did, on the 23d instant, appro’ 
and sign the following bills of the Senate: 
S. 71. An act authorizing the Secretary 0! “ 
Treasury to issue a register to the barque Ada. 
S. 91. An act to provide a room for the Cor 
gressional Library. ] 


Mr. MEADE, (resuming.) It was the duty of 


An act for the relief of the Virgina 


the President of the United States; he is required 


of the 
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venerally, and also to recommend the 


country 
CH of such laws as may appear to him to be 


nassi ge 0 . aa 
_ wy. Now you will perceive at once, if the 

* awe had called the attention of Congress to 
pxecu : 


vestment of our surplus funds in this way, 
might have saved some eighteen or twenty per 


ve ewhich is now lost. We should not only 
vedone that, but we would have conferred a great 


oft upon a neighboring Republic, which would 
‘gohtened the friendly ties that subsisted be- 
‘ee us, and prepared the way for acts of kind- 
which we may yét stand in need of. ‘There 
-o considerations which ought to have influenced 
Executive, particularly now. We have to 
‘each the Pacific coast by some route through 
southern portion of this continent, and we were 
i shat there Were various eligible routes through 
iorritory of Mexico. One lies through the 
Isthmus of ‘Tehuantepec, and another down the 
Gila, where it is probable we may hereafter con- 
+ the railroad which is to connect the extreme 
weg of our country. In doing that, we may 
iesire at places to cross that river, and we may 
vafter have to call upon that nation to grant us 
oe favor in this respect. Had we appreciated 
‘exigencies and proflered to advance to her the 
erred payments of her indemnity, we would 
had some claim to demand of Mexico favor- 
terms in reference to this matter. ‘This op- 

ity of enlisting her gratitude we have suf- 
edto escape. We can now only redeem our 

| part by passing the bill with the proposed 
amendment. Wemay thus be enabled to show 
to Mexico that Congress, representing the people 
f the United States, had their attention been 


BOL 


8 


s 


erly called to the subject, would have been at | 


all times ready to pay her debt at the times and in 
‘he manner she desired. ‘There is no doubt that 
Mexico would prefer this money to be paid in New 


York. It would be worth more to her there than 
rown treasury. Let us pay her there if she 
wishes it. We should violate no contract. If 


ehad entered into a contract, legal or moral, with 
the firm of Baring & Brothers, | should be the 
st man to follow the example of this Adminis- 
tration in abrogating it. But here we have their 
letter, which disclaims upon their part any obliga- 
tion to comply with it. In fact, they say they 
will make nothing by it, and that it will be diffi- 

ttocomply with its terms in time for the 30th 
of May, when the indemnity becomes due. 

Mr. Chairman, a great deal of concern is mani- 
fested by some that the bill should be passed as soon 
s possible, for the purpose of securing the prompt 

iyment of the money. I have no sort of fear 

on my part that this money will not be paid in 
It must be remembered that Mexico is now 
drawing from her mines from twenty to thirty 
uillions of dollars annually—there can be no dif- 


feulty in obtaining there the specie necessary to | 
. c > _ | 
If we were to go there with 


make this payment. 
three millions of Mexican dollars and tender them 
oher, and at the same time gave her the option to 
lraw upon the city of New York, she would take 
the drafts; and that is what I propose to allow her 
tode. In consideration that we have acted, here- 
fore, a very niggardly part towards that Repub- 
»1 am very indifferent in relation to the pre- 
im. I care not whether the three and a half 
per cent. be realized or not. Indeed, the bankers 
their letters say it is now too late to make a 
profit. I am anxious by our legislation now, to 
retrieve the errors we have committed in relation 
0 previous payments; and I should be anxious to 
show to Mexico by our action now, that the peo- 
ple of this country are disposed to treat her in the 
mostfriendly manner. The objection is made that 
we should be violating the treaty with Mexico, in 
making this payment in New York instead of there. 
| will draw the attention of the House to the fact 
that the payments heretofore made, were not made 
i accordance with the treaty. 
Mr. MILLSON. I wish to make an inquiry. 
* supreme authorities of Mexico having stipu- 
ted that this indemnity should be paid in the city 
f Mexico, I wish to ask my colleague if he sup- 
ses that the Executive Government can relax 
treaty, so as to require or allow the payment 
be made at any other place? And I further in- 
re of my colleague, whether in the event of any 
i modification of the treaty stipulation by the 
here authority of the Executive Government, this 
money should be paid to the Minister of Mexico, 


‘any agent appointed by that Government, and | 


| question. 


should never come into the Treasury of Mexico, 
if he thinks the Government of the United States 
would be absolved from all obligation to pay the 
inden:nity a second time according to the treaty? 

Mr. MEADE. I will answer the question of 
my colleague, by telling him, in the first place, that 
the difficulty in the first question he propounds 
could be easily removed by the authority of the 
Mexican Congress, and therefore does not inter- 
fere with the policy which I advocate. In relation 
to the other question, it is a mere matter of specu- 
lation or opinion. I think that the treaty with 
Mexico prescribes certain duties to be performed 
on the part of our country and certain duties to be 
performed on the part of Mexico, and that the 
Kxecutive of each nation is to perform those 
duties. In this particular instance our Executive 
must pay the money, and their Executive must 
receive the money. ‘The Executive of each nation 
may appeal to the terms of the contract and re- 
quire a literal performance, but they may, if they 
choose, require only a substantial performance. 
These treaty stipulations are in the place of an 
umpire, to be appealed to only when a mutual 
accommodation cannot be effected. But you can 
comply with an obligation without pursuing the 
exact terms of that obligation. For instance, I 
owe the gentleman one hundred dollars, It is to 
be paid in the city of Richmond upon the first day 
of February next: could not my colleague give 
me an acquittance here? 

Mr. MILLSON. I do not deny the right of the 
contracting party to relax. 

Mr. MEADE. I understand the gentleman’s 
I say, then, that | presume the Ex- 
ecutive of Mexico is commissioned with the power 
of seeing that treaties are executed, and acknowl- 
edge satisfaction for those treaties. 
fore this indemnity becomes due, Mexico should 
pass a law remitting this debt, provided the Uni- 
ted States should, before a certain day, passa law 
admitting certain products of hers duty free: the 
law is passed: would the gentleman say that 
would not be an extinguishment of the debt, sim 
ply because we did not go through the forms of 
the treaty? Surely not. True, there are certain 
powers authorized to make treaties. ‘There are 
certain other powers of Governmentauthorized to 
acknowledge satisfaction of those treaties, and see 
that those treaties are carried out. Because we 
have agreed to pay Mexico three millions of dol- 
lars in the city of Mexico, surely it does not pre- 
clude a payment wherever Mexico is willing to 
receive it. Suppose the money should be paid on 
the 30ih of May next in the city of Vera Cruz, 
at the request of the authorities of Mexico, would 
not that be a discharge of the debt? Suppose the 
Government should acknowledge satisfaction of 
the debt in something else than gold: and silver— 
something else that is equivalent—would it not be 
a discharge of the obligation? Is it necessary that 
we should go there with a bag of Mexican gold or 
silver dollars, and absolutely pay them into the 
Treasury of the Mexican Republic? ‘The last in- 
stallment was not paid in that manner. Much of 
it was paid before the day, and the Barings have 
the receipt of the Government of Mexico. If 
Mexico required funds in London, was she not 
at liberty to take a draft in place of the money? 
and if the bearer of the draft were to convert the 
proceeds, could she demand a repayment because 
the money was not paid according to the letter of 
the treaty? A large portion of the last installment 
was paid before it became due. I call the atten- 
tion of the House to this passage of the letter of 
the bankers, which was laid upon our tables yes- 
terday: 


Suppose, be- 


“Tt will be perceived from the foregoing, that the con 
tractors made all their payments to Mexico out of their 
own funds, and were afterwards reimbursed in the United 
States, at a date averaging the 15th of May, and the last 
and largest payment by the United States to the contractors 
of two milhons of dollars was not made until the 27th of 
June, nearly one month after they had paid the full install- 
ment to Mexico.’’ 

It appears, then, that much of this money was 
paid out of the Treasury here before the 30th of 
May. ‘The drafts for $650,000 in favor of Forstall 
were paid before the indemnity was due, and the 
Executive did for Forstall before the 30th of May 
nets what Mexico wished it to do for Marks 
after that date. You see from the correspondence 
submitted to the House on yesterday, that $650,000 
of that money was paid over to Forstall, the agent 
of the contractors, upon drafts drawn in favor of 
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Forstall, payable here. The drafts reached here 
in the month of February. Of course those drafts 
were drawn in anticipation of the indemnity, and 
the Government of Mexico received the 
long before the money became due. The monev 
was paid in the manner proposed by Mexico, tl t 
name of Forstall being substituted for Marks— 
the United States 


cent. 


proceeds 


paying to the bankers ons 
on three millions, or 830.000, for the 
tution, exchanging at the same time the 


ot Mexico for that of the 


er 
substi- 
friendship 


bankers. 


The Executive of eve: y nation 18 its paving and 
receiving agent, W ith ore ie ral ~ wers, and may 
compare d to any othe avent with Ke DoOWers 
If the latter were to meet the de r« 3 
pal a week before the day of payment, lata 
place diferent from that n umned in the bond, they 
might agree to settle; and though the agent a 
never account to his principal, the payment w i 


be rood ; ( ollusion or fraud only would avo 
‘The question is, shall we adopt the amendme 


and thus signify to the President 


that we de 
him to notify Mexico that her drafta will be peric 
here if she desires it? 

We passed a resolution cating upon the Seere 
tary of state to five us certain information itt 
voting for that resolution, | gave the Secretary an 
opportunity of clearing up the cloud w h has 
been hanging around him. | eave him } 
tunity of telling the country precisely 
matter stood—what had taken place betwee! im 
and the Mexican Minister. If the charges and 


insinuations against him were wi 


opportunity of explainiag and ettis elf right 
before the country. He has failed to embrace that 
opportunity. He has preferred that suspicion 
should continue to rest uy no iim T itis notmy 
business. Its the Secretary's affan It is true, 
he may refuse, if he thinks pr per, to commu 
cate the private conversations he had with 
Mexican Minister, but the Secretary knew full 


well that we interrogated him only as to one 


pro 
whether he had been informed by the Mexican 
Minister that there was an unde tanding wit! 
General Taylor and his Cabinet that these drat 
were to be accepted. That was a material f 
That is the fact which, notwithstanding the refu 
sal of the Secretary to communicate to this House, 
does sufficiently disclose itself through the corre 
spondence which he has given And | presume 
there is not a gentleman inthis House who would 
vet up and say that he beheves the Secretary of 
State had not been informed by the Mexican M 


ister of this understanding. It is not my 


to charge the Secretary with divertmg this money 


irom motives. 


improper The chargs made, 
however, by others. Suspicion re upon him 
relation to this transaction: and if hechooses tl 


it shall remain there, it is hi usiness, and not 


mine. My accusation is, that he has not d 

charged the duties of his office in a way that the 
interests and honor of this country requires. [le 
has wantonly lost money to his Government. H« 
has preferred the interest of bankers to that of a 


friendly nation. He has, toa certain extent, been 


careless of the faith of the Government, and has 
failed in discharging towards Mexico those obl 
rations of sood willand courtesy which rest upon 


all nations. These are the chares 
against the Secretary of State. The 
prompted his acts, [ leave to God 

Mr. BROOKS. l wish to say to the re} tlerman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Meape,] that General Tay 


lor’s Cabinet made no 


which I make 





motive whict 


ind himself, 


such arrangement as that 


claimed here. 

Mr. MEADE. I know 
rangement was definitively 
a verbal understanding. 
cathered from the corres 
morning—— 

Mr. STEPHENS, of I ask the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meane,] if he thinks 
that the Secretary of State ought to enter into a 
verbal understanding with the representative of 
any other country? 

Mr. MEADE. 


sav that no such understanding ought to be entered 


very well that no ar 
de. It wasaltovether 

his, I think, may be 
po published this 


creore ia. 


I can answer that question. I 


into as a final one. 
Mr. STEPHENS. 
man another question, 
to the gentleman, if he does not beli 
duty of the Secretary of State, fa prope ai- 
tion is made by a foreign Government, to reject it, 
and require the representative ¢ f that Government 


} 


I wish to ask 
; 


l wish to put it distin 


tine 
I iy 
eve it to be the 


! 
verbai 
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to make his proposition to this Government in 
writing ? 

Mr. MEADE. Certainly. If the Secretary 
intended to accept of a proposition commenced in 
a verbal way, he should require it to be reduced 
to writing; but if he does not intend to do it, no 
correspondence is necessary. Hence we find so 
little on this subject. But these verbal communi- 
cations and propositions were made, as I stated 
before, to General Taylor’s Cabinet, and they 
were accepted verbally, because no contract could 
be entered into before Congress acted. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think the gentleman will 
find himself mistaken in that. It has been dis- 
tinctly denied that a verbal contract was ever 
made. 

Mr. MEADE, I think it scarcely probable that 
the Mexican Minister should have been so impor- 
tunate in his letter to Mr. Webster, if such an un- 
derstanding had never existed. Now, all these 
things commence verbally; and though one would 
not be so bound as to be liable to a demand for 
failing to comply, yet a moral obligation may 
arise. And I say, and believe, that General Tay- 
lor and his Secretary gave Mexico to understand, 
that when ¢ ‘ongress appropriated this money, they 
would pay it in the way she desired, and that they 
did not enter into a written understanding on the 
subject, because at that time it would have been 
improper. 1 say, then, that there rested on Gen- 
eral Taylor, had he lived, an obligation to carry 
out that understanding, and that he would have 
been guilty of a breach of faith, if he had refused 
todoit. That obligation descended on his suc- 
cessor, and you cannot separate the two. I should 
like for some friend of Mr. Webster to get up and 
state why a different version of this matter has 
been given by him. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Davis] yesterday, when he got up 


in defence of his friend, [Mr. Wessrer,] went off 


into collateral matters, with which this transaction 
has no connection. I ask avain, why has the Sec- 


retary of State preferred the bid of three and a half 


per cent. from the bankers, to one of four and a 
ialf per cent. from Mexico? 

Mr. STEPHENS, (interrupting.) I do not 
rise exactly in the character comprehended in the 
gentleman’s term, as a friend of Mr. Webster in 
this matter; but I rise—not as his representative— 
to reply to the question which has just been pro- 
pounded. The gentleman from Virginia asks, 

Vho will rise here and assign reasons for Mr. 
Webster’s giving a new version of this contract ? 
Now, I do not understand that there is any evi- 
dence of any verbal understanding even with 
General Taylor’s Cabinet, except what the Mexi- 
can Minister says, 

Mr. BAYLY. 
not even say so. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Meape] has just asserted a proposi- 
tioy which, | must say, very respectfully, seems 
to me a most monstrous one. He says that the 
verbal understanding with General Taylor’s Cabi- 
net devolved upon their successors. Now, that 
amounts to just this: that when one Administration 
goes out and another comes in, if any foreign 
Minister comes forward and says that he had a 
verbal understanding with the preceding Adminis- 
tration, that that alleged verbal understanding is 
binding on their successors. 

Mr. MEADE. The gentleman does not under- 
stand me atall. [am speaking of the moral ob 
ligation on this Administration to carry out faith- 
fully the promises of a previous Administration, 
Of course it should be satisfied they were made. 
I know that, technically speaking, they are not 
binding, but I say that there rests a moral obli- 
gation on this Administration—unless there is suf- 
ficient cause for refusing—to carry out the under- 
standnge had with their predecessors. Even if 
there were no promises, why, I again ask 

{Here the Chairman’s hammer fell—the gentle- 
man’s hour having expired. ] 

Mr. RANTOUL obtained the floor. He said: 
I do not propose to enter at all into the general 
merits of the question before the committee; in- 
deed, I would not have troubled the committee 
as I am always very unwilling to do it—with any 
remarks of mine, if there had not been cast upon 
my native State an imputation so serious as to 
demand immediate notice from me. A ngajority 
of the people of Massachusetts are involved to- 
gether in an imputation which, it seems to me, the 


The 


Mexican Minister does 


honor of the people of that great State, without 


distinction of party, requires should not, when it | 


is thus cast upon her by a representative of one of 
her Congressional districts, on this floor, himself a 
native son of hers, be suffered to pass unrepelled. 
The imputation is one of corruption—not, as 
I understand it, upon a few leaders of a single 
political party, but upon a vast majority of the vo- 
ters of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts—of 
a State which has stood so high in the history of 
this country from the time when this country be- 
gan to have a history, and which I am proud to 
believe has never forfeited her pristine rank in the 
glorious sisterhood of confederated States. 
such an imputation upon the people of such a State 
should be noticed upon this floor as soon as it is 
made, seems to me so plain that I should think 
myself without excuse if 1 kept my seat under 
such a call to speak here. Sir, Massachusetts 
bears a name too resplendent with the glories of 


her colonial and revolutionary history to be ques- | 


tioned by her children. She has maintained her 
high standard of patriotism, and virtue, and honor, 
too long, too uniformly, too brilliantly, to have it 
supposed for a moment that a true son of hers 
would endure to see her fair fame sullied without 
rushing to her defence. 


Sir, the imputation of corruption is made here | 
upon two political parties, which the gentleman | 


estimates to contain forty-three thousand in the 
one party and twenty-eight thousand in the other 
—a majority, according to his own calculation, of 
the voters who take sufficient interest in political 
matters to present themselves at the polls. That 
is the charge, and it is to that that I address myself. 
And first, let me answer as to that portion of those 
voters with whom I am directly and politically 
identified, and have been for more than a score of 
years, through a series, scarcely paralleled, of hard- 
fought battles—I mean the Democratic party of 
Massachusetts. But before going into the details 
of this matter, let me make one general observa- 
tion, and I shall appeal to the knowledge and con- 
sciousness of every man that hears me, whether 
[ am justified in what I am about to say, and that 
is, that if there be any political party in any State 
in this Union whose history places it above the 
suspicion of corruption, from its peculiar position, 
it is the indefatigable and indomitable Democracy 
of the State of Massachusetts; because there is no 
party in any State in the Union that has stood up 
against such odds, against such disadvantages, 
| against such actual losses and sacrifices, as the 
Democratic party of Massachusetts, and every 


man in that party, has confronted and sustained | 


for very many years past. Why, who are the 
Democrats of that State? The laboring men of 
the State, and some men of talent who are not 
laboring men, but who are not men of capital 
or property. And against whom are they con- 
tending? Against the whole aggregate mass of 
the capital of New England, concentrated in 
the eastern portion of the State of Massachusetts. 
That is the position of the two parties. 
ask, if there be corruption in the State of Massa- 
chusetts—and I do not deny that there is corrup- 
tion, more or less, everywhere, in every State and 
nation under heaven—but if there be corruption 


in the State of Massachusetts, where is it? Prima | 

} 
The cor- 
ruption is where the means of corruption exist. | 


| facie the answer is a preity plain one. 


There are several hundreds of millions of capital 
piled up in and about the city of Boston. 
is no other such aggregate of wealth in so few 


hands on the American continent; and if there be | 


corruption there, it is that vast, unequaled mass 
of capital that purchases whatever is venal. This 
capital, like all other capital, is, by the instincts 


of its holders, adverse to Democratic principles. || 


Conceive the effect of this on the position of poli- 


tical parties. The Democrats are mostly of the | 
I do not say that there is brib- 


laboring classes. 
ery there; but I say that if there be, it is the rich 
that bribe the poor, and not the poor that bribe 
the rich. Upon that position, then, I start in this 
examination. The Democratic party of Massa- 
chusetts consists of men who stand up against 
their own individual interests; and this every man 
may knew that will pass through that State, and 
not shut his eyes to facts around him. Is there an 
operative in a factory there who does not know 
that this place is less secure to him if he votes 
the Democratic ticket than if he votes the Whig 


|| ticket? Is there an agent in afactory who does not |! 
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| tomers whom he gets in their place 


That | 
| erful in Massachusetts ? 
talent, who is a Democrat, who does not know »),2 


| olic, and Ia Protestant ? 


| amists and monarchists. 


| selves? 


Now, | | 


There | 


know the same thing? Is there & porter or 
dore ona wharf who does not fee! } 


. . ‘ US Certainty 
future employment sensibly diminished if he 
known, nay, if he is even suspected, to | 7 
ocrat? Is thereastorekeeper there, nota Whie 


+W 


does not know that those who would be hi 


customers pass by his door because he Ped 
happen to be of the same politics, and that thy 
with him such large sums of money? Is the 
physician or a professional man of any king 


Steya. 
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f 


is 


a Den. 


do not ex) mr 


does not know that he makes heavy sacrifioc. - 


he adopts and professes the so-called heres, 


have been so unpopular formerly with the ».._ 


Is there a lawyer of 


he could quadruple his practice by simply prof 
oy ago a ake | 

ing to bea Whig? Clergymen, physicians, | 
ers, tradesmen—all classes of men make gqeys 
by belonging to the Democratic party. Ny , 
tal man in Massachusetts ever made sacrif 


ices 


| joining the Whig party, but tens of thousands 


Democrats have sacrificed a large proportioy 
their means of support by standing up to what ¢t] 


believed to be sound, and true, and right, Th»: 


the position of the Democratic party of Massae| 


setts, and that has been its history from its oe) 


mencement down to the present time. 


y 


labor. 


C4 


5 


Avsinn 


this party particularly is the charge of corruptia, 


| aimed, and what is the ground of that charge: 


is brought down to the alleged fact of a coalition 


wrong? 


Before going into the character of the alles 
coalition, let me ask, are coalitions in themselye 


Is it wrong that those who seek a com. 


\ 


e 


mon object, should coéperate to effect that objeo? 
Am I to stop to inquire whether my neigh)o; 
thinks as Ido upon all questions—all importay: 


questions, if you please—before I act with | 
upon any one important question? If the Cap; 


is on fire, and the engines in the Rotundo, and ; 


men enough to man the brakes, must I refise | 


| fall in and help to work for the salvation of «| 


common interest, and to extinguish the conflazra- 


| tion, because there happens to be a man at work 
there for the same object, who entertains differen: 
| sentiments from me, on religion, for instance, the 


most important concern of man—he being a Cath- 


Every man will saya 


once, that the man would be an idiot who would 
suffer his energies fo be paralyzed by scruples 
against the coalition in such a case, though it meh 
be a coalition with atheists and drunkards, polyg- 


I hold that, as a gener 


thing, for those to act together who desire a great 


public object, impossible to be accomplished w 
out their union, shows that they are men of sé 


_and understand how to effect their object. W! 


do all these men who cry out against the alleged 


tion among themselves? 
Does each man stand apart from 


| coalition in Massachusetts do in respect of co 
Do they isolate then- 


nis 


neighbors with whom he differs on any importa 


question? 


If they did, there would be no partes 


in this country, from one end of it to the oiler, 
and no Government, for without combinations 


_men differing widely from each other, consti 


tions could never be adopted, nor governments 
carried on, nor even established, and freedom 


would expire in universal anarchy. 


. . sia ] 
But to come now to the precise question raised 


by ihe charge of my colleague against Massacht 


setts: is a coalition between men who do not op- 


pose the compromise measures, and the fugit 


ve 


slave law particularly, with men who do oppos 


them, an unholy coalition ? 
since when was that discovery made? 


If it be, where and 
Was it by 


the Whig party in the State of Missouri? Has Mis- 


| souri been denounced again and again upon © 


s 


floor, by Whig gentlemen, because the gentlemal 
{Mr. Geyer] who holds his seat in the other bran 
of this Congress, was elected by a coalition, as | 


understand it, of those who favored and those w!i 


were opposed to the fugitive slave law, and | : 
compromise measures, in the State of Missou! 

Is it in the State of Wisconsin, where the gen! ' 
man nominated by a Free-Soil convention, ©" 
known to concur in their views, was elected, an¢ 
the Whig papers, from one end of the country "° 


the other, set up a shout of triumph é 
victory in the State of Wisconsin? The Free 


at the W 


r} 
} 
i 

™ 


candidate of the Free-Soil party was elected, 0" 


*ee-Si 
hence it was, as one would suppose, a Frees 
But is a Whig victory a Free-Soil ¥! 


victory. eS 
tory? Are they one and the same thing? 


~ 


li 


The 








me 
1852 pend eennneeen ee 
says they are not the same, but very 


fan, 24 


veytieman 


‘ter o 


U Steve. » ent things; but yet there is no outcry of in- 
certainty ditter ey azainst Missouri, or against Wisconsin 
hed if }y dig ee enormities, but much applause, because 
D be a Dem. - es has given to Whigs a share in the dis- 
| Whig, wh, ton of office and power. There is little to be | 
be his bes A nd against Ohio, or New York, or Georgia, but | 
he does re t deal against Massachusetts. And why? I 
that the cus : a know, unless it is because her own sons | 
not ex; a tribute to heap imputations of dishonor on | 
Is ther, veachusetts, on this floor, because the stab | 
y kind M 28 the paricidal hand rankles most sorely, and | 
Sacrifices a ulates the malignancy of strangers to follow | 
leresies ‘the blow and add fresh venom to the wound. | 
h the i iy not know why else she is made to bear the 
WEF Of any i " of all the other States—why else she is to be | 
t Know 1 “a  scape-goat”’ for all the other coalitions in 
ply p ‘ie United States. Are not we in Massachusetts | 
ih 5 " liberty to judge of our own political position, 
€ sacri é . 


ces a eolitical course, as well as gentlemen in Mis- | 


No eouri, or Wisconsin, or Ohio, or in New York, or | 
oe vwhere else in the United States—in Missis- 
rOusands copi, or Georgia, or any other State? Is it so | 
‘Oporty sad that in any section of the country—East, | 
0 wh att W al North, South, or central—is it, i say, so 
ra Phat i ear that gentlemen, who call themselves by the | 
| Massa came party name, agree upon these very questions? | 
OTN 1a ¢ Is it sy clear that, in South Carolina, or Alabama, | 
oe Ag s or Mississippi, the Democrats all agree about this 
ates fywitive slave bill? Do notsome of them say that | 
n harge’ . js constitutional, and others that it is unconsti- | 
. a ‘tional? Do not some propose one course of 
ce action, and others precisely the opposite course of 
— " action with regard to it? Yet, day after day, with 
7 kK a com. an insolence countenanced by her own sons, Mas- 
_ Ph be sachusetts is denounced upon this floor, and no | 
P imaer otlier State but Massachusetts—a State having a 
+ ok | right equal to that of any other sovereign State in 
‘the Ca this Confederacy, to determine what she considers | 
in and right and proper, and what course she deems best | 
a to pursue in her own domestic affairs, and for her | 
t I refuse ed =a rc - 
satin sa own good government. Why, the gentleman from | 


North Carolina [Mr. Sranty] thinks he would 


ie conflagr . ‘ 
C not go to heaven with Democrats like those of 


| 
ine aifeses Massachusetts—he could not bear to tread the 
alien er same path. Sir, he has not trod our path hereto- 
eines Cc ae fore, and we therefore had no reason to expect his 
wll ter company in the straight and thorny way at this | 
ihn weil time; but because he refuses to join us, we shall 
bias enemies not the less firmly press on, and not the less safely | 
wh Ree arrive at our journey’s end. 
sie: wales Massachusetts, I say, has the same right to | 
iia tee manage her own political affairs, in her own way, | 


with that of any other State in this Union. And 
she has not only the same right, but she has the 
same ability, energy, and determination, to main- 
tain that right with any other State, and she will 


esire & freat 
lished w 
nen of sé 


aa = “ maintain it, at home and abroad. 

tach ol ena _ But Lam not going to take my stand behind the 
cilia Winks dignity of the State of Massachusetts, and say 
i anes ie that she does what she pleases, and she will not | 
‘hdaemnel givean account of what she does. I stand ready | 
a the sate here to-day—what | have never done before in | 
ten athe public, and what I would not do now, if | did not | 


‘ 


feel particularly clear and particularly free from 
doubt that | am doing right in what I am doing— 
to indorse the coalition in Massachusetts. I be- 
lieve | understand what it was, and what it did, 
though | was not present at the time it was entered 
into. I was in the State of Illinois. But after my 
return I heard what had been done, and I am now 
ia the condition of an impartial looker-on; and being 
thus free to take my own course, I can say, and do 
say, that I think it was eminently wise and pa- 
triotic in the majority of the people of that State 
to take the government of the State out of the 
hands of the minority, however unpleasant to the | 

minority that proceeding might be. 
Before proceeding to discuss the propriety of that | 
movement, and of the masterly combination by | 
which it was made, let me, however, inquire, for 
&moment, who it is that makes the charge of cor- 
ruption against the coalition in Massachusetts? | 
My colleague from the sixth district [Mr. Davis] 
idertakes to read lectures to the Democracy and 
e-Soil party because they act together in Mas- 
sachusetts, That is all. He has not impeached 
lem for their acts, but only for their concurrence in 


binations 
er, co Stl 
rovernments 


nd freedom 





stion raised 
t Massac! 
» do not op- 
the fugitive 
Oo do opp St 
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renti mn, a 
elected, a! 
e country 


t the Whig ae acts. He has not singled out any one act of 
he Free-S 1 parties, except that of acting together. That 
elected, and ; 7 en violation of political principles. [have | 
a Free-Seil 3 Ky it to presume that all our great measures were 
ree-Soil vic- wa.’ only that it was wrong for us first to agree 
thing? The  doright, and then todo it. He has not accused || 
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| us of voting for any law or any resolution, but he 


has accused us of appointing men to office. He 
has not accused us of appointing bad men. He 


has not said that the offices are not better filled 
now than they were when the Whigs were in 
power. If he had, I should take issue with him 
upon that proposition. He has not designated 
one single act of these parties, but he has desig- 
nated this coalition itself and per se as offensive to 
his political sensibilities. 

And now, what does my friend from the sixth 
district mean by charging upon the Democrats a 
breach of political honesty in acting with those 
who agree with them upon certain parucular points 
of action—in electing the Governor, Lieutenant 
Governor, and other officers of State administra- 
tion, and in passing certain measures of reform, 
in which the Democratic party has been engaged 
for fifteen or twenty years past in Massachusetts, 
but which they had not accomplished, and could 
not have accomplished without the aid which he 
thinks they ought not to have received, when it 
was tendered? Does the gentleman from the sixth 
district believe that it is wrong for a Free-Soiler to 
act with a Whig, or a Whig with a Free-Soiler? 
To make my question more definite and more per- 
tinent to his own position, does he believe it wrong 
for aN Apouirionist and a Whig to act together? 
He must have undergone a transformation of heart 
and character as sudden, as entire, and as far be- 
yond the reach of natural causes as that of Saul of 
‘Tarsus, and that, too, quite recently, if he does 
not believe such common action to be honorable 
and justifiable. Then why does he attack this 


| coalition so furiously? This is a new thing com- 


pared with the old, standing coalition of the State 
of Massachusetts, in virtue of which the Whig 
party has retained its power for the last twenty or 
thirty years, by carrying with it the votes of those 
whose feelings towards the institution of slavery 
were not of a very favorable kind. ‘They are the 
gentlemen, those influenced by their dislike of 
slavery were the gentlemen who kept the Whig 
party in power in Massachusetts, from the time 


| when it came in by the amalgamation or coalition 


of 1825, till the time when it went out by the coali- 
tion of November, 1850, continued in January, 
1851. If, then, it be wrong for a party opposed 
to the compromise to coalesce with a party in favor 
of the compromise, I tell this committee that such 
a coalition—such in principle, for this coalition in 
Massachusetts does not date only from the pas- 
sage of that law—I say such a coalition has kept 
the Whig party in the State of Massachusetts in 
power down to the time when they went out of 
power. And a pretty prominent actor in that 
coalition was the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Davis,] who charges the damning sin of 
coalition upon the Democrats of Massachusetts. 
Now, I am not in the habit of speeking in relation 
to matters of this kind without the evidence be- 
fore me. Therefore, in order to substantiate my 
charge of this coalition between the Whigs and 
Abolitionists of Massachusetts, I shall single out 
the history of the gentleman from the sixth district 
in connection with this matter. 

In 1835, my colleague [Mr. Davis] was a mem- 
ber of an anti-slavery convention of the county of 
Franklin, {laughter,] Massachusetts. Gentlemen 
will see that 1 have becun far enough back, so that 
my colleague cannot complain that I have not 


| treated him fairly by not exhibiting his whole 


course on this subject in its just connection. | 
will remark that this was not a Free-Soil conven- 
tion, but an .4bolition convention. Some gentle- 
men may think the distinction rather a nice one; 
to those concerned it seems vastly important. This 
was a meeting of Abolitionists, for the purpose of 
organizing one of those anti-slavery societies, 
commonly called Abolition societies. The pub- 
lished account states that Mr. George T. Davis 


| read the call for the convention, and was elected 


one of its secretaries. The organization of the 
society was proceeded with. A constitution was 
adopted, the second article of which defined the 
objects of the society, which was declared to be 
‘(THE ENTIRE REMOVAL OF SLAVERY FROM THE 
Unirep Srartes.’’ [Great laughter. } 

[Cries of ** Read it!”’ ** Read it!’’] 

Mr. R. I cannot undertake to read all to which 
I refer, but the committee will be satisfied with 
extracts, for there will be a large number which I 
shall read. : 

It was a pretty large undertaking for a young 


383 


man, but young men are always ambitious and 
sanguine. But it seems in 1835, my colleague 
undertook the entire abolition of slavery in the 
United States of America. [Renewed laughter.] 
| confess that it is somewhat more than l should 
have felt myself called upon to perform mn the 
county of Franklin, in the year 1835. If I had 
felt a tendency that way, an inward call to that 
mission, | should have placed the bounds of my 
ambition within decided!y narrower limits. : 

The third article of that constitution pledges the 
members to ** labor for the abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, and in the Territories of 
the Union by all constitutional means A reso 
lution adopted at that meeting declares that ** slave- 
holding, as it exists in the I s, is SIN, 
and ought at all times to be regarded and treated 


as such,.”’ 


nited State 


And another resolution 
my Southern 


delares what 


friends will be glad to know upon 
this high authority, that *“*immediate emancipa 
tion would be without danger to the white popu 
lation.”’ [Great laughter.] Of the society thus 


formed, George 'T’. Davis was elected treasurer 
These were the sentiments of 
1835. In 1838, on Tuesday 
vention of the youne men of Massachusetts, who 
are the friends of immediate and unive rsal eman 
cipation,’’ met at Brinley Hall, Worcester. Per 
haps my friend from that district [Mr. AuLen} 
imbibed his principles there, and on that occa 
sion. 
Mr. ALLEN. I beg to say, that that meetin’ 


voes much further than | ever went 


mv cotearue tn 


, October 2d, **a con 


or am prepared 


te go. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. RANTOUL. Then the gentleman from 
W or ester, 1t seems, did not learn his whole les 
son, as the teacher [Mr. Davis] was then and 
there prepared to impart it. The proceedings of 


that meeting, published officially in the Boston Lib 
erator, edited by Mr. that Mr 
George T. Davis, of Greenfield, was elected Pres 
ident, pro tempore. 
Then the committee 
ported—— 
{Cries of ** Read !’’ 


Mr. R., (continuine.) 


Garrison, state 


to nominates officers r« 
ss Read !”’ 

‘The committees to nom- 
inate officers reported, and the following gentle 
men were elected: President, George T. Davis, of 
Greenfield:’’ and then follow the names of ten Vice 
Presidents, and three Secretaries. Amonethe res- 
olutions adopted at the meeting which elected Mr 
George T. Davis President of this Abolition Con 


, vention, Were the following: 


* Resolved, That the man who sits still in 
permits our rights to be trampled upon and our lives to be 
threatened by Southern slave-drivers, 
faithfully represent the treemen of free 

{Laughter. ] 

I rejoice to know this from authority which car 


Congress and 


in silence, does not 


Massachusetts.”’ 


not mislead me, because | am in daily expectation 
of that burst of eloquence whi h isto « ry out 
this principle, from the ¢ 

district. Thefreemen of free 
at last a representative now wl 


the sixth 
Massachusetts have 


rentleman from 


10 will not represent 


them in silence. [Laughter.] The next resolu- 
tion is in these words: 
‘¢ Resolved, That the Senators of this Commonwealth, 


Daniel Webster and John Davis, 
that infamous threat of death toany Abolitionist who should 
set foot in South Carolina, was uttered on the tloor of the 

United States Senate ; that we regard their silence, on that 
oveasion, with the deepest indiguation ; wirh 
we could say of both, as we can of one, ‘ distinguished, but 
not born in Massachusetts.’ ’’ 

{ Laughter. ] 

My colleague from the sixth district, in the over- 
flowing of his heart, thanked God that he was not 
obliged to confess that Daniel Webster was a na 
tive of his State. That is the of this 
resolution. He wished he could say of John Da- 
vis,as he had of Webster, “‘ distinguished, but 
NOT BORN in Massachusetts. Here is one 
count in the bill of indictment against a learned 
rentleman who occupies a seat in the other Hall 
of this Capitol—that he stated that Millard Fill- 
more ** had better never have been born than to 
have signed the fugitive slave bill.’”’ Why should 
the member from the sixtli district complain of 
that expression on the part of the gentleman alluded 
to, when he thinks it a matter of rejoicing that 
Daniel Webster was not born in Massachusetts? 
Why, if I wished a man had never been. born in 
Massachusetts, or if I exulted that a man had not 
been born in Massachusetts, | would go a little 
further, I think, and wish that he had never been 
born atall. [Laughter.| 


did so conduct, when 


and that we 


meaning 


884 


The next resolution is in these words: 

‘ Resolved, That the people of the United States, 
their representatives in Congress, are morally 
ubolish slavery in the District of Columbia and 
Territories, and to prohibit the 


and 
bound to 
national 
inter-State slave trade.”’ 
And another: 


: Resol ed, 
civil 


That all legislative enactments 
and military power of the 
are an outrage on humanity, a violation of morality and 
religion, and therefore null and void; and that we will 
never return a fugitive slave into bondage, nor bear arms to 
keep bin from bis inalienable rights. 


nation against the slave, 


I do not know precisely what that means, but I 
should suppose it to inc lude the idea that, in case 
of domestic insurrection in any part of this U nion, 
these gentlemen resolve they will not take up arms 
to aid in the suppression of that insurrection. It 

3, also, that laws like the fugitive slave law 
null and void by the higher law. 

What comes next? 


assert 


ire 


Resolved, 


‘That it be recommended to the people of this 
Stat 


to petition the United States Senate, praying them 
not to advise and consent to the appointment of any person 
as a nnnister from this country to any fore ign Court who is 
a slaveholder, because such representatives degrade the 
Aimerican name and character abroad, and make republi 
cauism a hissing aud a by-word before the civilized world.’’ 


| Laughter. | 


‘This is almost a fair offset for the solemn league 
and covenant of similar prose ription against non- 
of the compromises. [Laughter.] Well, 
sir, the other proceedings of that meeting are some- 
what interesting, especially the resolution which 
speaks of **the visit of our dear friend, George 
Thompson, to this country.”’ [Great and 
tinued laughter.}| And the resolution which as- 
sures him he shall * receive the support and coun- 
the whole body of young 
this Commonwealth’’—1 trust my friend has not 
escaped from that category, and is still one of the 
young men of the Commonwealth, young enough to 
countenance our dear friend George T hompson— 
** shall receive the support and countenance of the 
whole body of the young men of 
wealth, now represented in this convention. 
Secretary was 1D 
these 4 


Sustaiers 


con- 


tenance of the 


this Common- 
The 
struct 
resolutions to Mr. Thompson. William 
Lioyd Garrison seems to have taken a part with 
Mr. George T’. Davis, in this convention. In the 
next year of this strange, eventful history—for I 
must follow it by 13839, ‘October 
23d,a meeting was held of the Franklin county 
Anti-Slavery Society; Elijah Alvord was chosen 
President, and George T: Davis one of the Vice 
Presidents; and in the afternoon, the President 
this George I’. Davis presided. He 
oa member of the business committee, and 
the resolutions adopted and reported by 
that committee was follows. It 
rentlemen wil observe: 


step st tep—in 


being absent, 
was als 
Ole of 
as foes 
strong, as 
** Resolved, That Abolitionists ought to withdraw all chris 
fellowship with slaveholders.”’ 
L. ughter. ] 

‘That is a denunciation of coalitions. Still it is 
a denunciation confined to matters ecclesiastical. 
The gentleman’s practice shows that he had not 
then arrived at that sublime height of wisdom 
whence one may look down with conte mpt on po- 
litical coalitions, for down to yesterday he was, 
thougha zealous, thorough-geing, consistent A bo- 
litionist, e ngaged ina very close and confidential 
coalition with politicians who hold in common 
with him no one of the sentiments quoted from his 
various resolutions, as I will by and by 
indeed itis worth the while to follow 
so far. 

It was also, on motion of Mr. 

* Resolved, That we will vote for no man for Congress, 
who is not in favor of the immediate abolition of slavery in 
the District of Columbia, of the internal slave trade, and 
d to the admission «f any new slave State.” 

In the year 1840, 
district was a member 


tian 


y show, if 
the matter 


os 
Boies, 


Oppose 


my colleague from the sixth 
of the Senate of Massa- 
chusetts, and he was chairman of the special com- 
mittee of the Senate of Massachusetts which re- 
perted those famous resolves, circulated over all 
the country, and so often quoted as showing the 
opinions of the Whigs of Massachusetts, 
subject of slave ry. 


upon the 
My colleague, as chairman of 
that committee, made an able report, introducing 
the resolutions which were then adopted. 


The resolutions were as follows: 


*‘ Whereas domestic slavery exists in the District of Co 
lumbia, under the express authority of Congress, ke. 
* Resolvvd, That Congress ought to exercise its acknowl 
edged power, in the immediate eu ppression of slavery and 
the slave trade in the District of Columbia. 


arraying the 


men of 


ed to forward a copy of 


rather 
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*< And whereas, by the Constitution of the United States, 
Congress has power to regulate commerce with foregn na- || 


tions and between the several States of the Union, in the 
exercise of which power Congress in the year 1808 abol 
ished the foreign slave trade ; and whereas, a domestic slave 
trade, as unjustifiable in principle as the Airican slave trade, 
and scarcely less cruel and inhuinan in practice, is now car- 
ried on between the several States: ‘Therefore, 

*‘ Resolved, That the domestic slave trade 
abolished by Congress, without delay. 

‘ Resolved, That no new State ought to be admitted into 
the Union, whose Constitution shall tolerate domestic 
slavery. 

* Kesolved, That our Senators 
and our Representatives reque 
etlorts to give eflect lo the toregotng re 


ought to be 


in Congress be instructed, 
ted, to use their utmost 
solves.’’ 


And the Governor was directed to send the res- 


olutions to Senators, &c. 

The report with which the resolutions were in- 
troduced, was signed by Mr, Davis, and | there- 
fore conclude, was writtef by him, for I take it he 


is not in the habit of signing greports which he does | 


not write, 

In that same year, 1840, a bill was introduced 
into the Senate of Massachusetts, making a change 
in what is sometimes called the black code, the 
levislation regulating the rights of negroes. ‘That 
change was a repeal of the preéxisting law, which 
forbade the intermarriage 
toes and negroes. And that reform was brought 
about by instrumentality of my colleague, 
from the sixth district, [laughter,] as he was the 
chairman of the committee that reported the bill 
providing for the chang That bill became a 
law; and | think I do no more than justice to the 


the 


| eloquence and talents of my le arned and able col- 


league, when I say, that in all human probability, 


the young white men of Massachusetts ould have 


been denied the privileges of connecting themselves 
with mulattoes and blacks, (in that interesting re- 
lation which the 2 
has opened to them,) down to this day, if it had 
not been for the disinterested exertions of my col- 
leacue trom the sixth district. [Great laughter. ] 
On the 9th day of October, 1838, a mee 
the Anti-Slavery Society of Franklin county was 
held, and George T. Davis was reéleeted treasurer 
of that Society. If there was corruption at that 


time the fund was in his keeping, and he may 


therefore have had better opportunities of under- 


standing this question of corruption than most of 


his colleagues who have not had the fortune to be 
treasurers of abolition societies. Mr. George T. 
Davis was reélected treasurer of the Anti-Slavery 
Society of Franklin county; and among the reso- 
alee passed are some, W hich contain some rather 
severe remarks upon the honorable Daniel Web- 
ster, whose position then was not so far from that 
of this treasurer of the 
since; as it 18 


Abolitionists as it has been 
now, when the treasurer thinks 
proper to form a coalition with him. 

Now, down to 1840, L have traced this history. 
Down to 1850, has no change come over the spirit 
of the dream of my colleague from the sixth dis- 
trict? No,sir. No, sir! Judging from all public 
manifestations, | was lead to suppose that the senti- 
ments of my colleague from the sixth district re- 
mained down to yesterday, just the same as repre- 
sented in the series of resolutions I have just read. 


If there be any public address, in any public meet- | 


ing in Massachusetts, avowing a change of senti- 
ment, I have not seen it, or read it, or heard of it. 
If the re is any communic ation in any new spaper, 
magazine, or else ewhere; if there be any communl- 
cation to the people of Massachusetts, who elected 
the honorable member, informing them that he did 
not entertain, when he was last elected, the 
sentiments entertained previously by hin—from 
1835 down—I have never heard a rumor of them. 
There may be such; this part of the State is some- 
what distant from my home, and I do not pretend 
to read all that comes out in the newspapers. I 

say [ never heard a rumor, ( 
any change of sentiment on this class of subjects, 
upon the part of my colleague. 

But the convention that nominated my colleague 
for election to this place, ought certainly to know 
the truth in reference to the opinions of their can- 
didate. They voted for him upon the supposition 
that his opinions coincided with their own, and 
they especial! y knew that they were voting for a 
gentleman so high-minded and chivalrous that he 
abhors all coalitions. Of course he would not 
receive the votes of those who differed from him. 
He would spurn them with a pure indignation. 
It must, then, be taken for granted that his party 
coincides with him in his sentiments. ‘The mfer- 


ence is stronger in his case than 


of whites with mulat- | 


| much like to hear the gentleman throuch 
+ must stand up to our rules. 


entleman from the sixth district | 


sting of 


same | 


yr saw an indication of 


Jan. 24, 


; in that 9 
other maa; and if I find out what were the be y 


ments ef the party who sent him to Congr a 
the time when they sent him, I shall fing 
views were presumed to be at the ti; 
sent here, aad that, too, by a presumy 
he at least i is estopped from denying. 

{Here the hammer fell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour which the Hou 
had resolved to close debate in the C ommitt 
the W hole on the state of the Union on the bil 
arrived. 

Cries, addressed to Mr. Ranrovt, of “Go o, 

‘© Go on!”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee eyey \, 
unanimous consent cannot, in the opinion of 4, 
Chair, disregard the order of the ia : 

Mr. RANTOUL. Cannot I proceed jf tho», 
no objection? > 


The CHAIRMAN. 


at 
un 
ne he Was 
ton w hie 


4 What } 


& 


[n the opinion of ; 


| Chair you cannot even by unanimous conse, 


proc eed. 

Mr. ORR. Unanimous consent is given. , 
do I understand the Chair to decide that the 
tleman cannot proceed? 5 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. This mp 
may be quic kly settled—I appeal from the decis 
of the Chair. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 


Ww 
| 


No! no! I shou ild very 
, but v 


Mr. JOHNSON. I will ask the Chair if. 
unanimous consent, Governor McDowell wa 
on a former session allowed to proceed ates . 
time had expired for closing debate? and if it was 
not done in several other cases? 

The CHAIRMAN. Never when I was pres. 
ent. My recollection is, in the case of Governor 
‘McDowell, that upon two occasions the House 
refused to do it. 

Mr.ORR. Let meinquire meet pk er 


la proposition to reconsider the vote on thea 
| tion of the resolution terminating the de ian upon 


this bill was made and laid upon the table? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is the 


recollection of 


| the Chair that the gentleman from Indiana {Mr, 
| Dunnam] moved that the vote by which the reso- 


lution was adopted: be reconsidered, and that |! 
motion be laid upon the table. It was remarked 
at the time that the motion was unnecessary, as it 
had been reconsidered once, but the gentleman in- 
sisted upon it. 


Mr. ORR. 


If the committee go back into the 


| House, can the resolution be rescinded? 


The CHAIRMAN. That is for the House to 
determine, and not the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Havel a right to debate my 
appeal? . 

The CHAIRMAN. No, sir; because theh 
has arrived at which debate must terminate. The 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
[Mr. Hovusron,] who reported this bill, is now, 
under the rules, entitled to address the commit 
for one hour. After the expiration of the hour 
debate it will then be in order for five minutes’ 


| speeches, in explanation of such amendments 3s 


may be offered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have this right certainly, 
and that is, to ask you whether an appeal en 
be taken from whatever decision you make s 
in that chair, and whether, if an appeal be taken, 


you are not bound to put the question ? 
The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen were maki! 


en and it was not the intention of the cha'r 


to disregard the gentleman’s appeal. 
The Chair decides 


that the resolution of the 


House terminating debate upon this bill in the Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


ing imperative and une onditional i 7 its terms, call- 


not, even by unanimous consent, be disregart 


From this decision the gentleman from Arkansas 


takes an appeal. 


Mr. STANLY. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts hi as 
cussed what he. promised to do—the c oalition. 
dodges the ae 

Mr. RANTOUL. I desire to go on, and I W 
not dedge the question. The gentleman shail! 
er atified to the fullest extent. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being objec 


| the gentleman’s appeal falls. 


Mr. BISSELL. 


I move the committee rise. 


I submit that is not the que 
| tion, unless unanimous consentis obtained. Ther 
| were fifty objections in this part of the House. 


not dis- 


He 


e 
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